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TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1977

hightights

SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 35935

BASIC EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY GRANT
PROGRAM

HEW/OE proposes to amend Famlly Contribution
Schedules (Part Il of this issue); comments by
8-26-77 35947

NEW DRUGS

HEW/FDA proposes to withdraw appraval of absorbable

starch sponge products; hearing requests by 8-11-77.... 358393
HEW/FDA reclassifies oxidized cellulose products as
effective for certain Indications; hearing requests by
8-11-77 35895
HEVW/FDA sets forth conditions for marketing of
thiethylperazine maleate; hearing requests by 8-11-77.. 35897

MATCHBOOK SAFETY STANDARDS
CPSC clarifies test procedures; effective 5-4-78........... 35828

STUDENT AID

HEW/OE proposes to revise definition of “independent
student” for various programs {(Part Il of this issue);
comments by 8-26-77 35941

PROFLAVINE AND CANCER
HEW/NIH announces availability of report on carcinc-
genesis bloassay.

WHEAT
HEW/FDA announces availability of guideline for Insect
and rodent ﬁlgh

EMERGENCY SCHOOL AID
HEW/OE announces closing date of 8-19-77 for Spe- 3

cial Projects applications

FOOD STAMP PROGRAM

USDA/FNS revises maximum allowable monthly income
standards for 1 and 2 person households; effective
7-1-77 35827

TR  CONTINUED INSIDE




AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK .

The six-month trial period ended August 6. The program is being continued on a voluntary basis (see OFR

notice, 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976). The following agencies have agreed -to remain in the program:

«

Monday' v Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday
NRC USDA/ASCS NRC USDA/ASCS
DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/APHI$ DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/APHIS
DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS
DOT/FAA USDA/REA DOT/FAA USDA/REA
DOT/OHMO CsC DOT/OHMO A csC
DOT/OPSO LABOR DOT/OPSO LABOR
HEW/ADAMHA ) HEW/ADAMHA
HEW/CDC HEW/CDC
HEW/FDA \ HEW/FDA
HEW/HRA .| HEW/HRA
HEW/HSA ' » : HEW/HSA
HEW/NIH HEW/NIH
‘HEW/PHS HEW/PHS

Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day
following the holiday. : -

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program

Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis-
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

) ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for iriformation please see the list of telephone numbers
appearing on opposite page. : '

o Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on offlcial Fodoral

) 2% holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Servico, Genoral Sorvices
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 600, as amended; 44 US.C,,
Ch. 16) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution
4 is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Ofiice, Washington, D.C. 20402,

e

The FEDERAL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued *
by Federal agencles. These include Presidentisl proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency doouments having
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be .published by Act of Congress anq other Federal agoncy
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Reglster tho day boforoe
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issulng agency.

Phone 523-5240
oo

The FEbERAL REGISTER will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or 850 por year, payable
in advance. The charge for individual coples is 76 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound,
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. 20402,

There are no restrictions on tﬁe republication of material appearing in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

federal regjister |

Area Code 202
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- by 9-30-77

-

-~

INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries
may be made by dialing 202-523-5240.

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue:

Subscription orders (GPO)...........
_Subscription problems (GPO)........
“Dial - a - Regulation” (recorded
summary of highlighted docu-
ments appearing in next day's
issue).

Scheduling of documents for

publication.
Copies of documents appearing in
the Federal Register.
Corrections

Public Inspection Desk... ez .

> Finding Aids.:
Public Briefings: *How To Use the
Federal Register.”
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)..
Finding Aids .

202-783-3238

- 202-275-3050

202-523-5022

523-5220
523-5240

523-5286
523-5215
523-5227

523-5282

523-5266
523-5227

PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:

Executive Orders and Proclama-
tions.

Weekly Compilation of Presidential
Documents.

Public Papers of the Presidents....

Index
PUBLIC LAWS:

Public Law dates and numbers......

Slip Laws

U.S. Statutes at Large...eeeveenneee-

Index
U.S. Government Manual ...
Automation

Special Projéctc

- 523-5233

523-5235

523-5235

523-5235

523-5237
523-5237
523-5237
523-5237

523-5230
523-5240
523-5240

HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

ALASKA NATURAL GAS TRANSPORTATION

SYSTEMS

ELECTROPLATING OPERATIONS

- FEA issues notice of Presidential request for comments
- by 7-25-77 concerning selection of system..coweu.....o. 35882

EPA adopts regulations limiting concentrations of cer-
tain pollutants discharged into publicly owned treatment

works; effective 7-12-77

35834

MINERAL MINING AND PROCESSING

EPA adopts regulations limiting discharge of pollutants

into navigable waters; effective 8-11-77........

CONSULAR SERVICES

State amends schedule of fees; effective 9—1-77 ............ 35829

FEDERAL ELECTIONS

FEC solicits comments on proposal to sponsor and
finance public debates between candidates; comments

35856

CARRIERS AND FREIGHT FORWARDERS

ICC adopts corporate distlosure regulations; effective

year ending 12-31-77

35853

SURF CLAM FISHERY

Commerce/NOAA establishes “conditional fishery” for

financial aid program; effective 7-12-77......

TRIS

eeserseacnranrenne

SBA adopts special small business size determination
procedure for loan applicants adversely affected by Fed-
eral laws, regulations, or orders; effective 7-12-77.......... 35855

MEETINGS—

" Administrative Conference of the U.S.: Committee on

- Judicial Review, 7-25-77.

35865

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO.

. Part 1lI,

CEQ: TSCA Interagency Testing Committee, 7-14-77.. 35927
Commerce/DIBA: Computer Systems Technical Ad-

visory Committee, 8-11-77.

35873

EPA: National Drinking Water Advisory Council,

7-27-77

35881

Science Advisory Beard Executive Committee, 84

and 8-5~77.

35881

ERDA: Advisory Committee on Geothermal Energy

Geopressure Subcommittee, 7-27-77..........

35878

FHLBB: Federal Savings and Loan Advisory Council,

8-8 thru 8~10-77

35883

HEW/OE: National Advisory Council for Career Edu-

cation, 8-1 and 8-2-77

35893

Interior: Oil Shale Environmental Advisory Panel,

8-2-77.

35902

Lassen Volcanic National Park; Draft Generaf /Man-

agement Plan, 8-1 thru 8-6-77

35901

HIC: Meeting with Committee of Scientific Advisors

on Marine Mammals, 7-28 thru 7-30-77

— 35916

National Commission for Manpower Policy: Manpower
services delivery systems, 7-28 and 7-29-77........ 35917

NFAH/NEH: Research Grants Panel,
7-22-77

7-18 and

35918

NSF: Advisory Committee for Science for Citizens,
Subcommittee to Draft Report, 84 and 8-5-77.. 35518

Advisory Panel for Science Education Projects,

Subpanel on Science Education Programs Evalu-

ation, 7-28 and 7-29-77.

35918

Workshop on Problems of Continuing Education in

Science and Engineering, 85 and 8-6-77.

PS: Board of Governors, 7-11-77.
SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE

35918
.. 35919

35941

Part 1l, HEV//OE
HEV//OE.

35947
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‘ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF
UNITED STATES
Notices )

Meetings:
Judicial Review Committee.___ 35865

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

Rules
Pears, plums, and peaches (fresh)
grown in Calif . _ . ______.___

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT '

See Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice; Food and Nutrition Service;
Food Safety and Quality Serv-
ice; Soil Conservation Service.

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL
FOUNDATION

Notices
Meetings: ~
Research Grants Panel (2 docu-
ments)

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Proposed Rules
Free and reduced rate transporta-
tion:
FAA personnel; eligxblhty ______

Notices
Hearings, ete.:
Arizong service investigation.__.. 35865
International Air Transport As-
sociation (5 documents) ... 35865~
. 35869
North Atlantic fares investiga-
tion (2 documents)._.. 35869, 35871

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

35857

Rules
Excepted service:
ACTION e 35825
Defense Department (2 docu-
ments) o e 35825

Federal Energy Administration
(2 documents) e
Health, Education, and Welfare
Depart;ment (2 documents) - 35825,
' 35827

Housing ‘and” Urban Develop-

ment Department__......___ 35826
Interfior Department ... 35826
Justice Department.__ .. ..__ 35826
Labor Department (2 docu-

ments) o eoooo__ 35826
Treasury Department .. _._. 35827

Notices

Health Benefits Program, -Federal
employees; Missouri Health and
Medical Organization discon-
tinued . 35827

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See Domestic ‘and International
Business Administration; Eco-
nomic Development Administra-
tion; National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration.

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION
Rules

Matchbooks, safety standards;
striking force; clarification___.

35828

iv

ccntents

" Monograph mformatlon system;
Chemical Monograph Referral
Center

CUSTOMS SERVICE

. Notices
C«ountervalhng duty pehtxons and
_ preliminary determinations:
Footwear, non-rubber, from
> Argentina -
Tomatoes and tomato concen-
« trates, canned, from Italy__ 35926

35878

. DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL

BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Meetings:
Computer Systems Technical
Advisory Committee_———____
Scientific articles; duty free en-
. try: .
Environmental
Agency et al 358173
Milwaukee Children’s Hospital. 35874
Sandia Laboratories et al.___._ 35874
University of Utah..._—o___ - 35875
Yale University School of Medi-
cine
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Import determination petitions:

Lou Ran Handbags, Inc.______ 35876
. Reliable Machine Works, Inc_._ 35876

EDUCATION OF DISADVANTAGED CHIL-
DREN, NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL

Notices .

Committee structure ____________

EDUCATION OFFICE

Rules -
Women’s Educational Equity Act
program; correction _._._____
‘Proposed Rules
Basic educational opportunity
grant program; family contri-
bution schedules___._________.__
National direct student loan, col-
lege work-study, supplemental
and basic educational. opportu-
* nity grant programs; independ-
ent student, definition_____.____
Notices
Applications and proposals, clos-
ing dates:
Emergency school aid-.——--_.
Meetings:
Career Education National Ad-
visory Council 35893
ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION
- Notices
Meetings:
Geothermal Energy Adv1sory
Committee

Protection

35875

35892

35878

”

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Rules '
Air quality implementation plans;
various States, etc.:
Massachusetts
Water pollution; effluent guide-
lines for certain point source
categories:
Electroplating oo ccacacccavana 35834
Mineral mining and process-
ing __.
Notices

Air pollution; ambient air moni-
foring reference and equivalent
methods .

Meetings:

Drinking Water National Advi—
sory Council. oo 3

Science Advisory Board. Execu-
tive Committee.......

Pesticide programs:
Diallate, pesticide products con-

taining; extension of time-.. 35880

Pesticides; specific exemptions
and experimental use per-
mits:

Missouri Department of Agri-
culture +_.... i ——————— c——

Water pollution control:

Cooling water intake and
thermal structures, proposed
technical guidance manual
for evaluating; inquiry; ex-

35833

o

ot ot

PYSPUpIp

. tensionof time 36880
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COUNCIL
Notices
Meeting:
TSCA Interagency Testing Coms-
Mittee oo cacaan 36927
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION
Notices
Canadian-U.S. television agree-

_ment (1952); Table A amend-
ment o ccc———aa 35881
-Hearings, ete.:

Grayson Enterprises, Inc,, et al. 35882
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Federal candidates; sponsorship

and ﬁnanclxgg of public debates. 35856
FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Natural gas:”

* Transportation systems, Alas-
ka; Inquiry oo - 35882
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD
Notices
/ Meetings:

. Federal Savings and Loan Ad-
visory Council
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Proposed Rules .
Agreements under Shipping Act;
withdrawal

35883

o ot 2 g 8
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Notices
Complaints filed: .
+« Chevron Chemical Internation-
al, Inc. v. Barber Blue Sez

Line 35883
Stockton Elevators v. Stockton
Port District 35885
Rate increases, etc.; investiga-
tion and hearings, etc.:
Puerto Rico Maritime Shipping
Authority 35884
Agreenients filed ete.:
Australia-Pacific Coast Rate
Agreement 35883
Delta Steamship Lines, Inc.,
er al ; 35883
Massachusetts Port Authority
et al. (2 documents) ... 35884
FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
- Notices
Hearings, etc.. _
Bartoe, Thomas A__ oo 35888
Southern Natural Gas Co-_._.. 35887
Northwest Pipeline Corp.__-- 35885

‘Wisconsin Power & Light Co_-- 35889

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM -

Rules

. Defense production; loan guar-
. antees; name change of guaran-

teeing agency. 35833
Notices ®
Applications, ele.: :
Equimark Corp_____________. 35890
National Detroit Corp-—ca——— 35890
Platte Valley Bancorporation_. 35891
‘Winters National Corpoa———_- 35891
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Consent Orders:
S.S. Kresge Co 358568
Union Carbide Corp.; correc-
tion 35859
. FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION
Notices )
Human drugs:
_ Anticholinergic drugs, certain... 35895
Hydroxyamphetamine hydro-
bromide tablets, approval
withdrawn 35895
Oxidized cellulose preparations;
efficacy study, hearing.____.. 35895
Starch- sponges, absorbable;
hearing 35893
_Syrosingopifie tablets, approval -
withdrawn 35897
Thiethylperazine maleate; ef-
ficacy study, hearing....._.. 35897

Tomato juice concentrate; identity"
standard; temporary permits for

market testing 35899
Wheat; insect and rodent filth
guideline, availability______.___ 35899

. " FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 133—TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1977

CONTENTS

FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE

Rules
Food stamp program:

State agencies and eligible
household participation; max-
imum allowable monthly in-
come standardS.ceceacacaan

FOOD SAFETY AND QUALITY SERVICE

Proposed Rules
Meat; grading, certification, and
standards:
Beef, carcass; standards for
grades; extension of time.... 35856

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Management systems; centralized
services in Federgl bulldings;
cross reference.

Property management:

Federal; centralized services in
Federal buildings.

Notices
Property management regulations,
temporary:
Mgqtor vehicle fuels; conserva-
tion .

35833

35852

35892

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See Education Office; Food and
Drug Administration; National
Institutes of Health,

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Interstate Land Sales Regis-
tration Office. .

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See also Land Management Bu-
reau; National Park Service.

Notices

Meetings:
0Oil Shale Environmental Advi-

sory Panel

Oil shale lease; detailed devel-

35902

opment plan; hearing..ccccao. 35902

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Rules
Reports:
Annual; motor and water car-
riers, and freight forwarders;

corporate disclosuré.ceecea-a 35853
Notices .
Fourth section applications for re-
lief 35928
Hearing assignments (2 docu-
ments) 35927, 35928
Motor carriers:
Temporary -authority applica-
tions - 35929
Transfer proceedings (2 docu-
ments) o ccee e 35928, 35934
Petitions filing:

Producers Grain COrp_-..._.- 35928

.

INTERSTATE LAND SALES REGISTRATION
OFFICE

Notices -

Land developers; Iinvestigatory
hearings, orders of suspension,
ete.:

Harbor View. 35900
River Bend 35900

LABOR DEPARTMENT

Notices

Industry study reports for adjust-
ment assistance eligibility:

Cookware, cast-fron . ooeo.o._ 35904
Adjustment assistance:
Advent Corp. et al. . o.._.__ 35504
Beckley Manufacturing Co.._.. 35907
Border Fisherles, InCacweeee——— 35903
Bridgeport Brass COme e ae—.-— 35908
Campo Slacks, Inc, et al....___ 35904
Converse Rubber Co. et al.......... 35903
Congress Textile Printers..o.._ 35909

Dave Goldberg Manufacturing
Co 35910
Earth Shoe COrpeveae e 35911
Goodimade Manufacturing Co_ 35912
Hawallan Sugar Planters As-
soclation (4 documents) ... 35912~

35914
Lloyd Guillof COmmmmmaeeeee e 35914
Luchador, Inc 35915
Maryland Monotype, Lid___._. 35905
Ohlo Ferro Alloys COIPecmccuan 35805
Pensteel MW, Inc_—e e _ 35906
Sporn Dress GO oo cccceeeee e 35906
‘Tony P. Fashions, Inc_—— ... 35907

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Proposed Rules

Outer Continental Shelf; oil and
gas leasing:

Environmental studles; guide-

lines and procedureSo..___

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE

Notices

Clearance of reports; lst of re-
quests

MANPOWER POLICY, NATIONAL
COMMISSION

Notices
Meetings

MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION

Naotices
Meetings:
Marine Mammals Scientific Ad-
visors Committee_______.___. 35916

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Environmental statements; avail-
ability, etc.:
Ames Research Center (2 docu-
ments) 35916

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH

Notices

Proflavine,carcinogenesis bioassay
report; availability - —oeween 35300

35919

35917




NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION

Rules L
Financial aid to fisheries:
Surf clams fishery..oocooeo-
Notices - !
Marine mammal permit applica- .
tions, ete.:
Erickson, Dr. Albert W. (2 docu-
ments)
Ray, Dr. G. Carleton, et al....__
‘Shallenberger, Dr. Edward S....

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

Proposed Rules
Fire Island National Seashore,
N.Y.; vehicle US€ccu e
Notices ‘
Historic Places National Register;
additions, deletions, efc.wae—-
Meetings:
Lassen Volcanic National Park,
Calif.,r general management
plan

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Notices

Continuing education in science
and engineering problems;
workshop

Meetings: )

Science Education Projects Ad-
visory Panel; Science Educa-
tion Programs Evaluation
Subpanel

| Sclence for Citizens Advisory
t Committee

i

35877
35876
35876

..

35859

35901

35901

35918

35918
35918

. Self-regulatory

CONTENTS

POSTAL SERVICE

Notices

Meétings:
Board ‘of Governors..__...__. ,

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION .

Rules
Securities Act:
Registration statements; de-
seriptive summary -require-
ment removed. oo a_

Notices ,

organizations;

proposed rule changes:

- American Stock Exchange, Inc._
Depository Trust COwmm v
Municipal Securities Rulemak-

ing Board
Pacific Securities Depository
Trust :

Hearings, ete.: .
American Airlines, The________
Delaware Pund, Inc., et al._._..
Elfun Tax-Exempt Inconme

Fund o '
Midwest Securities Investment,
Inc

35920

7

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

Notices
Environmental
watershed projects;
ability, etc.: s
Chocolate, Little Chocolate and
Lynn Bayou, TeXoma o ____
Spillman Creek,. Kans._.._____

statements on
avail-

!

35828 ,

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Small business size standards:
Loan applicants; economic dis-
aster caused by Federsl regu-

lations on TRIS._ce...... e 3585B

Notices
Appljcations, ete.:
ABCO Equity Funds, Inc., et al.;
license surrenders .cu. oo

Disaster areas:
Wisconsin ceococcoanoo wenwa 36026

STATE DEPARTMENT
Rules
Fees and funds:

Consular services; United States
and Foreign Service posts;

.

35926

consolidation .caeeu.. wemuna 36820
TEXTILE AGREEMENTS IMPLEMENTATION
COMMITTEE -
Notices
Cotton textiles:
Pakistan oo e 36811

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT ¢

- See Materials Transportation By-

reau.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
See Customs Service.

list of cfr parts qffecl;éjd in thAis issue

Issue, A cumulative list of parts affected,

The following numerical guide is a list of the
covering the current month to date,

. A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the
by documents published since the revision date of each title,

parts of each title of the. Code of Federa| Regulations affected by documents published in today's
follows beginning with the second issue of the month,
end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affoctod

' 5 CFR
213 (13 documents) .—..__ 3582535827
7 CFR
b - 35827
91T el 35827
PROPOSED RULES:
53 .. 35856
i1 CFR
Pnogoszn RULES ~
200w oo 35856
13 CFR . -
3 —en 35855
14 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
223 .. 35857
16 CFR .
1202 — 35828
PROPOSED RULES: .
13 (2 documents) -.___ 35858, 35859
vi .

17 CFR

230 35828
22 CFR
2l e 35829
22 35829
32A CFR
1505 oo 35833
34 CFR
271 . -~ 35833
36 CFR
PROPOSED‘RULES:

e 35859
40 CFR
52 - 35833
413 . 35834
486 ol 35843
41 CFR.
101-5 __ 35852

43 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
3300 35863
45 CFR .
160f e ———_— --. 35853
PROPOSED RULES: :
144 35942
175 ... 35942
176 e ——— 35942
190 (2 documents) ........, 35942, 35948
46 .CFR
PROPOSED RULES:
545 365864
49 CFR
1241 4 36853
1249 .. 36863
1250 = 36853
1251 ... - - 35853 ;
50 CFR
251 uwaw 36854
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING JULY

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during July.

1 CFR
Ch.I
3 CFR

ExecuTive ORDERS: )
November 8,-1912 (Revoked in part

33711

by PLO_5621) 34519
11863 (Revoked by EO 12002) _____ 35623
11798 (Revoked by EO 12002_____ 35623
11818 (Revoked by EO 12002) ... 35623

11840 (Revoked by EO 12001) _——— 33709
11846 (See EO 12002) . ——___ 35623
11907 (Revoked by EO 12002) —____ 35623
11940 (Revoked by EO 12002) —___._ 35623
12000 33707
12001 33709
12002 o 35623
MEMORANDUMS :

June 29, 1977 33909,

. - 33911, 33913, 33915
5 CFR

213 33711-33713,
34275, 34308, 35141, 35625, 35825~
35827 .
733 34308
7 CFR
2. 35625
68 i 34275
271 35827
908 33713, 34855
910 33714, 35142
915 - 35142
916 - 34499, 35143
917. 35827
922 35144
945 35144
999 35146
"1434 33714, 34855
1464 34275
1821 35632
1823 i 35633
. PrOPOSED RULES:
53 35856
68 33753
923 34887
930 34887
946 34887
948 34889
958 331766
967 35656
- 980__ . __ 34309, 34887, 34889
1446 33767
1701 33767
9 CFR
a7 - - 342176
PROPOSED RULES:
381 135170
10 CFR-
2 34886
zi 34886
34886
34 34886
35 34886
40 34886
51 34276

10 CFR—Continued 18 CFR
70 34886, 35160, 35633 1000 34?99
211 3 35161 ppoposep Rures:
212 35161 2 34521
460, 35163
PRrOPOSED RULES: . 2] CFR .
70 34310, 34890 5 35151
b 1 F 34310, 34321, 34880 73 33722-33723
211 35170 81 33722-33724
212 34660, 35170 105 35152
430 34891,35170 135 35152
310. 35155
11 CFR 500 33725
PROPOSED RULES: ggg ggzgg
100 35856 561 35155
12 CFR 801 35155
226 35146 Prorosep RULES:
309 33715 131 33768
310 33719 145 33763
150 33168
13 CFR 172 33768
120 35150 180 33768
121 34863, 35855 182 337170
317 35822 184 33770
318 35633 189 33768
193 . 35171
14 CFR 310 337638
11 34864 343 35346
21 35634 430 33768
39 34271, 510 33768
34278, 34865-34868, 35634-35638 589 33768
71 35639, 35640 700 33768
97 35641 808 34326
207 33720
208 33r21 22 CFR
212 33721 21 35829
214 33721 22 35829
PROPOSED RULES: 501 35156
39 =. 35656 23 CFR
11 34891, 35657 DLES:
201 34521 Pﬂom = i 33770
223 35857 .
15 CFR z:ﬂcm 33890
371 34872 301 : 23832
279 33885
16 CFR 280 35012
13 34872 203 33922
1202 35828 882 34656
1o 3813 s o
1505 34279 2
1507 34873 3282 35013, 35156
PROPOSED RULES: Pnop::;m Ruzes: 21656
¥ JE . 35658, 35858, 35859 1917 34462-34480,
iég‘s’ 34892 34618-34648, 35750~35760
17 CF 4892 26 CFR
CFR 1 ~- 33726, 34874
155 : 35004 20 . 33726
230 35828 ?S 33726
240 K 33727
3642 45 33727
PrOPOSED RULES: 48 33727
155 35008 49 33727
230 35661 53 33727, 34499
240 34328, 35661 54 33730
vii

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL: 42, NO. 133—TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1977

Ve



26 CFR-—Continued
301 33727
601 34280
ProrPoOSED RULES: *
1 33770, 34523
28 CFR .
42 35646
ProprosSED RULES: . .
16 33715
29 CFR
94_.} 33730
99 33730
1951 33731
1952 34281
PROPOSED RULES: *
94 35318
95 35318
96..- - 35318
98 35318
1601 35172
1910 34326
30 CFR
75 34876
PROPOSED RULES:
55 35000
56 35000
57 35000
31 CFR
215 33731
ProPOSED RULES:
51 34336
32 CFR
290a... 35157
354 - 33734
581 35646
701 - 35647
1800 - 34871
ProPOSED RULES:
81 34340
260 34893
806b 33716
32A CFR
1505 35833
33 CFR - 4
26 35782
82__ 35782
85 35792
817 35792
88 35792
96 35793
110 e e 34880
PROPOSED RULES:
154 34895
155 34895
156 34895
157 34895
34 CFR
271 35833
viii

FEDERAL REGISTER

36 CFR
PRrROPOSED RULES: . v -
7 35859
223 34527
38 CFR . '
13 34281
21 34517
PROPOSED RULES:
3. . 34528
39 CFR
243 33722
601 35158, 35648
40 CFR
52 34517, 34518, 35833
180 35158
413 - 35834
- 419 : i 35159
436 35843
ProPosED RULES: '
51 . 33716
¢ B2 34529, 34530, 35661, 35662
- 55 35172
180 e 35172, 35173
204 35804 °
241 34446
257_. 34446
258 34446
259 34446
761 34347
41 CFR B
1-2 - 33736
1-3 33736
15-3_. 337317
15-17. . 337317
15-16 ~ 33745
16-60 33750
101-5-... 35852
101-45 34881
105-54 35648
42 CFR '
.ProrposeEp RULES:
62 . 33776
43 CFR
PurLic LAND ORDERS: -
. 5621 . 34519
PROPOSED RULES:
3300 z 35863
4100 35334
4700 35334
9230 . 35334
45 CFR - . .
" 160f. - ; 35853
185 33874, 33900
911 34282
1326 34430
1386 34282
PROPOSED RULES:
122g, . 34530
-144 35942
175 : 35942
-176 - 35942

190 35942, 35948

46 CFR o
7 . : - 36703
25 — - 35797
31 - 35660
42 356793
96 - - 36797
151 - 35650
195 o —— 30797
390 - --=n= 34282, 34881
PROPOSED RULES:
30.. : 36662
32 3566
162.-- 34805
545.__ 35864
47 CFR
0 33761
68 34882
18 eccmmmemme 33751, 34882, 35651, 356652
87 33751
97 34519
PROPOSED RULES:
2 —— 35663
64 34806
U ¢ 33779, 331780, 34341
89 : 365663
91 35663
93 - 35663
97 35663
49 CFR .
171 34283, 36653
172 34283, 36653
192 wua 356563
258 35169 |
531 -« 34885
571 . 34288, 34289, 34200
572 y > 34299
1038 e 34520, 34883, 35169
1063 35160
© 1100 -- 34883, 34884
1115 — = 356564
1201 e 35017
1241 -~ 35017, 36853
1243 ~ 36017
1249 35863
1250 35863
1251 e ——— 35853
PROPOSED RULES:
73...- 34341
218 34530
575..— == 35664
581 35664
1047 - 35174
1056 e e s i e 34896
1082 ——-a 35174
1331_. ——— 35176
50 CFR .
20 - - 34305
[+ - 34885
251 “ - —— 35854
601 ... e ——————— 34452
602 S 34458
(31 S 34460
661 - -- 35160
PRrOPOSED RULES: ‘
20 e 34342, 34807
b1 Sy 34897
32 —— - 34898
611 e —— 34346,?5175

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO. 133-—~TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1977, B



FEDERAL REGISTER

FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES—JULY

Pages Date Pages Decte
33707-34273 July 1 35141-35621 8
34275-34498 5 3562335824 11

~34499-34853 6 35825-35949 12
34855-35140 7 .

reminders

(The items in this list were editorially compliled as an ald to FEpEnaL REGISTER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal
significance. Since this 1ist is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that cccur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today List of Public Laws

FCC—Industrial radiolocation services; m§°xic¥c§ﬁzgzgufeg%go’}“tfe?:fg:l
type acceptance requirements for trans- Register for inclusion in today’s LisT oF
mitters... e 30509; 6-15-77 Pusnric Laws.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 133—TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1977






-

35825

- . rulesandregulations .
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having generol applicability and Tegal effect most of which.are
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.7

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Supcrintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL

Title 5—Administrative Personnel
CHAPTER |—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

“Action
AGENCY': Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This section is amended to
show that the following positions are ex-

cepted under Schedule C because they -

are confidential in nature: One Secretary
(Steno) to the Executive Officer and one
Secretary (Steno) to the Executive As-
sistant for Programs. .

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William Bohling, 202-632-4533.
Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3359 (u) and
(v) are added as set out below: ’

§213.3359 ACTION.

= & x & s

(u) One Secretary (Steno) to the Ex-
ecutive Officer.

(v) One Secretary (Steno) to the Ex-
ecutive Assistant for Programs.

(5 US.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1954-
1958 Comp., p. 218.) .

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
JAMES C, SPRY,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.77-19931 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Defense
AGENCY: Civil Service Commission,
ACTION: Finalrule.

SUMMARY: This section is amended to
show that four additional positions of
Private Secretary to the Secretary are
excepted under Schedule C because they

_ are confidential in nature.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFOMATION CON-
TACT:

‘William Bohling, 202-632-4533.

Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3306(a) (1) is
amended as set out below: "
§ 213.3306 Department of Defense.

() Office of the Secretary.

(1> One Special Assistant, one Person-
al Assistant, one Assistant, and six Pri-
vate Secretaries to the Secretary.

®

(5 U.B.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1854~
1958 Comp., p. 218.) -

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE CoOuMISSION,
Jaxes C. Sery,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

| FR D0¢.77-18932 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 am]

PAR:_I" 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Defense
AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.

. ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This addition excepts from

-the competitive service under Schedule

C two positions of Staff Assistant to.the
Director, Defense Civil Preparedness
Agency because of the confidential na-

ture of the positions.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1877,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

william Bohling, 202-632-4533.
Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3306(e) (5) is

added as set out below:
§ 213.3306 Dcpartment of Defense.
L 3 * ® L -
(e) "~ Defense Civil Preparedness
Agemy * & ®

(5) Two Staff Assistants to the
Director.
(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR, 1854~
1958 Comp., p. 218.)

Unrrep StATES Crvil, Serv-
1ce CoOInussIoN,
Janes C. Sery,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc. 77-19933 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

PART 213--EXCEPTED SERVICE
Federal Energy Administration
AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment excepts
from the competitive service under
Schedule C one position of Staff Assist-
ant to the Administrator because the
position is confidential in nature.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William Bohling, 202-632-4533.

Accordingly, § CFR 213.3388(a) (3) is
amended as set out below:

§213.3388 Federal Energy Administra-
tion.
(a) Office of the Administrator.* * *
(3) Two Staff Assistants to the Ad-
ministrator.

(6 U5.C. 8301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1934-
1883 Comp., p. 218.)

v Urirep StateEs Civil, SERV-
IcE-COoMAMISSION,
Jarmes C. Sery,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[PR D0c.77-18334 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Federal Energy Administration
AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Finalrule.

SUMMARY: This amendment excepts
from the competitive service under
Schedule C one position of Confidential
Assistant (Secretary) to the Assistant
Administrator for Strategic Petroleum
Reserve because the position is confiden-
tial in nature.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1917.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William Bohling, 202-632-4533.

Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3388(m) (3) is
added as set out below:

§213.3338 Federal Energy Administra-
tion. - -
] - - * *

(m) Office of the Assistant Adminis-.
trator for Strategic Petroleum Reserve.
% 5 »

(3) One Confidential Assistant (Secre-
tary) to the Assistant Administrafor for
Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1354
1938 Comp., p. 218.)
Unitep StaTES Civi SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. SPRY,
Executive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

|PR Doc.77-18335 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare

AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUNMMARY: This addition excepts from
the competitive service under Schedule
C the following positions because they
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are confidential in nature: One position
of Confidential Secretary to the Assistant
Secretary for Legislation, one position of
Confidential Secretary to the.Inspector
General, and one position of Confidential
Secretary to the " Deputy Inspector
General.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1971.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William Bohling, 202-632-4533.
‘Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3316(f) (14)

gnld paragraph (t) are added as set out
elow:

§ 213.3316 Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare.
* % * ® *

(f) Ofice of the Assistant Secretary
Jor Legislation. * * =

(14) One Confidential Secretary to the
Assistant Secretary.

L4 = * * *

(t) Office of the Inspector General.

(1) One Confidential Secrétary to the
Inspector General.

(2) One Confidential Secretary to the
Deputy Inspector General.

(6 U.8.C. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1954—
19568 Comp., p. 218.)

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV~
ICE COMMISSION,
James C. SPry,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commiissioners.

[FR Doc.77-19936 Filed 7-11~77;8:45 am|

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Bepartment of Housing and Urban
Development

AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment excepts
from the competitive service under
Schedule C one position of Private Secre-
tary to the Deputy Under Secretary for -
Field Operations and one position of
Secretary to the Assistant Secretary for
Administration because they are con-
fidential in nature. This amendment also
changes the title of an existing Schedule
C position from Executive Assistant to
the Assistant Secretary for Fair Housing
and Equal Opportunity to Special As-
sistant to the Assistant Secretary for
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity be-
cause it more appropriately reflects the
duties and responsibilities of the position.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT: .

William Bohling, 202-632-4533.

Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3384(a) (59),
(66) and (f) (3) are amended and (f) (6)
is revoked as set out below:

§ 213.3384 Decpartment of Housmg and
Urban Development.

(a) Office of the Secretary. * = *

(69) One Staff Assistant and one Pri-
vate Secretary to the Deputy Under
Secretary for Field Operations.

t_ * ® * -1

FEDERAL
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(66) One Secretary and one Special
Assistant to the Assistant Secretary for
Administration.

% £} * * *

(£) Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Fair Housing and Equal
nity. * * * -

(3) Four Special Assistants to the As-
sistant Secretary.

* * * * hd £l

(6) (Revoked)

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1954~
1958 Comp., p. 218.)

UNITED STATES CIviL SERV~
ICE COMMISSION,
JaMes C. Spry,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

{FR Doc.77-19937 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
= bepartment of Interior
AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
AéTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This section is amended to
show that one additional position of Con-
fidential Assistant to the Under Secretary
is excepted under Schedule C because it
is confidential in nature.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 19717.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William Bohling, 202-632-4533: ,
. Accordingly, 5,CFR 213.3312(a) (8) is
amended as set out below:
‘§213.3312 Department of Interior.
(a) Office of the Secretary * * *

-

(8) Two Confidential Assistants to the

Under Secretary.
(6 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1954
1958 Comp., p. 218.)

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
- JAMES C. SPRrY,
Executive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.77-19938 Filed 7-11-~77;8:45 am]

. PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
- Department of Justice
AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: This addition excepts froin
the competitive service under Schedule
C one position of Confidential Assistant
to the Commissioner, Immigration and
Naturalization Service because of the
confidential nature of the position.
I

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William Bohling, 202-632-4533.

Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3310(j) (2) is
added as set out below:

Opportu-

§ 213.3310 Department of Justice.

= * * ] *

(j) Immigration and Naturalization
Service. * * *

(2) One Confidential Asslsttmt to the
Commissioner.

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1964«
1958 Comp., .p. 218.)

UnITED STATES CIvIL SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
JaMEs C. SPRY,
Executive Assistant
to the Commisstoners.

[FR Doc.77-19939 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am|

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Labor
AGENCY:: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY': This section is amended to
showthat one position of Special Assist-
ant to the Wage and Hour Administrator
is excepted under Schedule C because it
is confidential in nature.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 19717.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

William Bohling, 202-—632-4533.

.Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3315(a) (58) is
added as set out below:

§ 213.3315 Department of Labor.

(a) Office of the Secretary.* * #
(58) One Special Assistant to the
Wage and Hour Administrator.

(6 ©.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1054~
19568 Comp,, p. 218.)

- Un1TED STATES CIVIL SERV+
1cE COMMISSION,
‘James C. Sery,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.77-19940 Filed 7-11-77;8:46 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Labor
AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendmént changes
the title of one position of Secretary
(Steno) to the Administrator for Pension
and Welfare Benefits to Private Secro-~
tary to the Administrator for Pension
and Welfare Benefit Programs. Thiy
change in title is appropriate to more nc-
curately reflect the duties of the position
as Well as to reflect the current title of
the superior.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 19717.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Willilam Bohling 202—-632—4533.
Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3315(a) (42) i3
amended as set out below:

-§ 213.3315 Department of Labor,

(a) Office of the Secretary.* * *

(42) One Private Secretary to the Ad-
ministrator for Pension and Welfare
Benefit Programs.
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" (5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1954-_

1958 Comp., p. 218.)

JUNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
JaMEs C. SprY,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

. [FR Doc.77-19941 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of the Treasury

AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This addition excepts from
the competitive service under Schedule C
two positions of Special Assistant and
-one position of Staff Assistant to the
Secretary (Economic Policy Group) be-

cause of the confidential nature of the
positions.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

. FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-

TACT:
William Bohling, 202-632-4533.

Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3305(a) (71)
and (72) are added as set out bel_ow:

- § 213.3305 Depz‘lrtment of the Treasury.

(a) Office of the Secretary. * * *

(71) Two Special Assistants to the
Secretary (Economic Policy Group).

(72) One Staff Assistant to the Sec-
retary (Economic Policy Group).

{5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1954~
1958 Comp., p. 218.)

Unitep StaTES CIVIL SERV-
- ICE CONIMISSION,
Janes C. SPRY,
Ezecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.77-19942 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare

AGENCY: civil Service Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: One position of Confiden-
tial Assistant to_the Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Health, is excepted under
Schedule C because it is confidential in
nature.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-

. TACT:

. William Bohling (202-632-4533).

Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3316(h) (12) is
added as set out below:

§ 213.3316 Department of Health, Edu-

cation, and Welfare.
% 2 - * » ®
_ (h) Office oy the Assistant Secretary
for Health., * * *

(12) One Confidential Assistant to the
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(5 U.S.C. 3301, 3302; EO 10577, 3 CFR 1954~
1958 Comp., p. 218.)

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMIUISSION,
Jaues C. Sery,
Executive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.T7-20029 Flled 7-11-77;8:45 am]

Title 7—Agriculture

CHAPTER II—FOOD AND NUTRITION
_?E%\ECE, DEP‘ARTMENT OF AGRICUL-

[Amendment No. 118)

PART 271—PARTICIPATION OF STATE
AGENCIES AND ELIGIBLE HOUSEHOLDS

Food Stamp Program

APPENDIX A—48 STATES AND DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA

AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment revises the
maximum allowable monthly income
standards for the one- and two-person
households in the 48 States and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, effective July 1, 1977.
These revisions are necessary to increase
such income eligibility standards in line
with the recently issued 1977 Secretary’s
income poverty guidelines.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Grant Tolley, Chief, Program Develop-
ment Branch, Food Stamp Division,
Food and Nutrition Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250 (202-447-8325).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On May 3 (42 FR 22356-57), the Depart-
ment published a final rule revising the
Maximum Eligibility Standards and
Basis of Coupon Issuance for the 48
States and the District of Columbia, ef-
fective July 1, 1977 (Appendix A—FSP
Notice No. 1977-1.2) . A correction thereto
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER of
June 3, 1977 (42 FR 28516).

Currently the Food Stamp Program
Regulations provide that the national
income standards of eligibility shall be
the higher of poverty guidelines issued
by the Secretary of Agriculture on the
basis of data reported by the Census
Bureau or the level at which the total
coupon allotment equals 30 percent of
income.

The Secretary's poverty guldelines
used for the Food Stamp Program are
the same as those for the Child Nutrition
Program which, by law, are based on
changes in the Consumer Price Index
for the 12-month period ending in April.

- APPENDIX A [AMENDED]

Therefore, in line with the recently
issued 1977 Secretary’s guidelines (42
FR 29030), the maximum allowable in-
come standards are increased for the

- 35827

one-person household from $245 to $262
and for the two-person household from
$322 to $344. The following table should
be substituted for the table now appear-
ing in FR Dog¢. 77-15838 at page 22357
in the FeperAL RecISTER of May 3, 1977.

Meximum
allowable
monthly
income
standards—
48 Statesend
Digtrict of
Columbic
13262
- »>344
- 447
567
673
. 807
z 893
1,020
Each sdditional member. e eaaao 127

11977 USDA poverty guldelines.

Also, the table shovm on page 22357
headed “Monthly Coupon Allotments and
Purchase Requirements™ is amended for
the one-person household at the level
of income of $250 to $269.99 by inserting
a purchase requirement of $42; and for
the two-person household at the income
level of $330 to $359.99, by inserting a
purchase requirement of $74.

In view of the need for placing this
notice into effect on July 1, 1977, and
the mandatory nature of the subject
matter, it is hereby determined that it
is impracticable and contrary to the
public interest to give notice of pro-
posed rulemaking with respect to this
notice. .

Iore—The Food and Nutrition Sexrvice
hos determined that this document does not
contain o major proposal requiring prepara-
tion of an Economic Impact Statement under
Executive Order 11821 and OMB Circular
A-167,

(Cataloy of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
grams No. 10.551, Food Stamps.)

Dated: July 7, 1977.

CAROL TUCEER FOREMAN,
Assistant Secretary.

{FR Doc.77-18328 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

Houcehold size:

-

QIR RO

CHAPTER 1X—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE, (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE -

PART 917—FRESH PEARS, PLUMS, AND
PEACHES GROWN IN CALIFORNIA

Peach Comodity Committee Expenses, Rate
of Assessment, and Carryover of Un-
expended Funds

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice, USDA.

ACTIOXN: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document authorizes
expenses of $842,071 and a rate of as-
sessment of $0.065 per lug of peaches for
the functioning of the Peach Commod-
ity Committee for teh 1977-78 fiscal year.

The committee is established under a
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Federal marketing order program regu-
Jating the handitg of fresh pears, plums,
and peaches grown in California. The
regulation will enable the committee to
collect assessments from first handlers
on all assessable peaches handled and-to
use the resulting funds for its expenses.

DATES: Effective for fiscal period March
1, 1977, through February 28, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT: .

Charles R. Brader, Deputy Director, *

Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C.
20250 (202-447-3545). -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On June 15, 1977, notice of rulemaking
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER

(42 FR 30513) regarding proposed ex- '

penses and the related rate of assessment
for the fiscal period beginning March 1,
1977, and ending February 28, 1978, and
the . carryover of unexpended 1976-77
' assessment income pursuant to the mar-
keting agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 917, as amended (7 CFR Par{
917), regulating the handling of fresh
pears, plums, and peaches grown in Cali-
fornia. The notice,invited interested per-
sons to submit written data, views, or
arguments through June 30, 1977. No
such material was submitted. This regu-
latory program is effective under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674).
After consideration of all relevant mat-
ter presented, including the proposals set
forth in the notice which were submitted
by the Peach Commodity Committee (es-
tablished pursuant to ‘said marketing
agreement and order), it is found and
determined that: . 2

§917.219 Peach Commodity Committee
expenses, rate of assessment, and
carryover of unexpended funds.

(a) Expenses. Expenses that are rea--

sonable and likely to be incurred during
the fiscal period March 1, 1977, through
February 28, 1978, will amount to
$842,071.

(b)<Rate of assessment. The rate of as-
sessment for the fiscal period payable
by each handler in accordance with
§ 917.37 is established at six and five-
tenths cents ($0.065) per No. 22D stand-
ard lug box of peaches, or its equivalent
in other containers or in bulk.

(¢) Reserve. Unexpended assessment
funds in excess of expenses incurred dur-
ing the fiscal period ended February 28,
1977, shall be carried over as a reserve in
accordance with the applicable provx-
sions of § 917.38,

(d) Terms. Terms used in the amended
marketing agreement and order shall,
when used herein, have the same mean-
ing as is given to the respective term in
said amended marketing agreement and
order, and “No. 22D standard lug box”
shall have the same meaning as set forth
in Section 1387.11 of the “Regulations of
the California Department of ¥Food and
Agriculture.”

It .is further found that good cause
exists for not postponing the effective

o
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date until 30 days after publication in
the FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in
that (1) shipments of the current crop
of California peaches are underway; (2)
the provisions of the amended market-
ing agreement and this part require that
the rate of assessment shall apply to all
fresh assessable peaches handled from
the beginning of the fiscal period; and
(3) the fiscal period began March 1, 1977,
and the rate of assessment as fixed will
automatically apply to all peaches begin-
ning with that date. ,

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601:-674.)

Dated: July 6, 1977.

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and
Vegetable Division, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service.

[FR Doc.77-19927 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 afn]

_ Title 16—Commercial Practices

CHAPTER 11—CONSUMER PRODUCT
SAFETY COMMISSION
SUBCHAPTER B—CONSUMER PRODUCT

SAFETY ACT REGULATIONS
PART 1202—SAFETY STANDARD FOR
MATCHBOOKS

Clarification to Final Standard

AéENCY: -Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Clarification to ﬁﬁa.l standard.

SUMMARY: On May 4, 1971, the Com-~
mission published a final safety standard
for matchbiooks. In this publication the
Commission is clarifying the required
striking force to be used in the test pro-
cedures that are contained in the stand-
ard. This clarification is necessary be-
cause there was a discrepancy between
the preamble and the text of the final
standard.

DATES: The clarification is immediately
applicable and it becomes effective with
the final standard on May 4, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Robert Estes, Bureau of Engineering
Sciences, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, Washington, DC 20207
(301-492-6518).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Commission published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER on May 4, 1977, a final
safety standard for matchbooks (42 FR
22656-70). Since that time a number of

matchbook manufacturers have raised-

questions concerning . the procedures,
used to test for performance defects, that
are set forth in § 1202.6 of that standard.
‘The Commission believes that g clarifica-
tion would be helpful to an understand-
ing of these test procedures.

Section 1202.6(d) (2) of the standard
provides test procedures to determine-if
matchbooks meet the performance re-
quirements of § 1202.5 of the standard,
Section 1202.6(d) (2) (1) (A) of the stand-
ard provides the procedure for striking
a bookmatch.

A question was raised concerning the
force exerted on a matchbook during the

o

striking motion, as required by § 1202.6
() (2) (1) (A) of the standard. The fest
procedure described in § 1202.6(d) (2) H
(A) ‘of the standard is accurate as Is-
sued in final form on May 4, 1977 (42
FR 22669) :

Press the matchhead against the strip 6.4
mm (! in) from the top of the friction pad
with an initial force of 4.6-0-4.04 N (1.0-0-41
1bf). Strike the match with & rapld downs
ward motion, The contact between the
matchhead and the friction should be main«
tained for at least a distance of 1.3 cm (0.6
in), but should not exceed 3.8 cm (1.5 in)
during the striking motion (see Flgure 2).
The striking force must not exceed 67 N
(1.6 1bf) during the striking motion. Tho
striking stroke should be terminated within
7.6 cm (3 in) after leaving the bottom edge
of the friction.

The discussion of the test procedure in
the preamble to the final standard (42 FR
22664) was misleading and is the sub-
ject of this clarification. Contrary to a
statement in the preamble, it is not
necessary that a force of 1.0-1.5 1bf be
maintained during the striking motion.

The Commission will test for compli-
ance according to the procedures con-
tained in the text of the final standard
as quoted above. The initial striking force
will be 1.0-1.1 Ibf and the maximum forco
will not exceed 1.5 1bf while striking.

The discrepancy between the standard
and preamble came about as the result of
late comments which indicated that
maintaining a force of 1.0-1.5 1bf
throughout the strike was not repre-
sentative of the manner in which
matches are normally struck and could
increase the probability of matchhead
fragmentation.

The Commission concurred with this
comment and as & result the standard
was changed to-require an initial force
of 1.0-1.1 1bf with an upper limit during
the striking motion of 1.5 1bf. This change
was not reflected in the preamble dis~
cussion of test procedures, which pri-
marily addressed the upper force limit
and not the striking procedures.

Dated: July 7, 19717.

RIcHARD E. RAPPS,
Secretary, Consumer
Product Safety Commdission.

{FR Doc.77-19908 Filed 7-11-77;8:46 am|

Title 17—Commodity and Securities
Exchanges

CHAPTER 11—SECURITIES AND
EXCHANGE COMMISSION

[Release No. 33-5842]

.PART 230—GENERAL RULES AND REGU-

LATIONS, SECURITIES ACT OF 1933

,Rescission of Rule Requiring Summarles
of Registration Statements

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange
Commission.

ACTION: Rescission of rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission is rescind~
ing a rule which required corporations
to submit with an initial filing of a reg~
istration statement a brief descriptive
summary of the registration statement
for the Commission’s use. The summary,
which was used to prepare notices of
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ﬁling of registration statements included
in the SEC News Digest, is no longer be-
ing required because the Commission
believes that the Commission staff can
write the necessary shorter News Digest
notices.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 7, 1971.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

‘Linda Griges, Office of Dlsclosure Pol-
icy and Proceedings, Division of Cor-
poration Finance, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, 500 North Capitol
Street, Washmgton, D.C. 20549 (202-
755-1750) .

SUPPLEMENTARY mFORMATION:
The Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion today announced that it has re-
scinded Rule 458 (17 CFR 230.458) pro-
mulgated under the Securities Act of
1933 (the “Act™) (15 U.S.C. 17a et seq., 8s
amended by Pub. L. No. 94-29 (June 4,
1975)). Rule 458 (Brief Descriptive
Summary of Registration Statement)
required corporations to furnish to the
Commission a summary of the offering
as a part of the materials accompanying
the initial filing of a registration state-
ment on forms other than Form S-8 (17
CFR 239.16b) or Form S:12 (17 CFR
239.19) under the Act. The rule calls
for the inclusion of certain specified
information in the summary.

The staff of the Commission has used
the Rule 458 summaries in the prepara-
tion of the notices of filing of registra-
tion statements included in the SEC
News Digest: The Commission has re-
scinded the rule because it believes that
the notices should be shortened and
that the staff can write notices contain-
ing the appropriate amount of informa-
tion. Henceforth, the notices in the News
Digest will include the following infor-
mation. (1) The file number; (2) the
form on which the registration state-
ment is filed, (3) the nanie, address, and
phone number of the issuer of the se-
curity, (4» the title and the number or
face amount of the securities being of-
fered, 15 the name of the managing
underwriters, if any; and (6) whether
the offering is a rights offering?

§230.458, Brief descriptive summary
- of registration statement, is hereby re-
scinded.

This action is taken pursuant to sec-
tion 19(a) of the Securities Act of 1933.
The Commission finds that this action
relaxes a burden upon registrants and
that publication for comment pursuant
to the Administrative Procedure Act of
1946 (5 U.SC. 553) is not necessary.

This action is effective immediately.
By the Commission. -

GEORGE A. FITZSILIMONS,
-Secretary.
Juory 5, 1977,

[FR Doc.77-19913 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 am]

1The avaflability of this information on
the cover page of a prospectus makes it
readily accessible to the editors of the News
Digest.

Title 22—Foreign Relations

_ CHAPTER I—DEPARTMENT OF STATE

SUBCHAPTER C—FEES AND FUNDS
{Departmental Reg. 108.741]

PART 21—FEES FOR SERVICES IN THE
UNITED STATES

PART 22-——SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR CON-
SULAR SERVICES—DEPARTMENT OF
STATE AND FOREIGN SERVICE

Consular Services—Change in Fees
AGENCY: Department of State.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule combines the two
schedule of fees charged for consular
services performed in the United States
and its Foreign Service posts into one
schedule of fees. This action will enable
the Department to carry out consular
services and ensure that its fees are con-
sistent with U.S. foreign policy interests
and with the user charge principle as pre-
scribed by the Congress and applied by
the President.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 1, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-°

TACT:
Hugh Adamson, 202-632-9010.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On May 26, 1977 there was published in
the FEperaL REGISTER (42 FR 26994) a
notice of proposed rulemaking inviting
interested persons to submit comments
concerning the proposed combination and
revision of fees for consular services. No
comments were receivedT therefore,”ex-
cept for a change in the effective date
(§ 22.8), and minor printing errors, this
regulation is adopted as set forth below.
Parts 21 and 22 of Title 22 of the Code
of Federal Regulations will read as set
forth below.

. Dated: June 29, 1977.
For the Secretary of State.

Ricuarp M. MooOSE,
Deputy Under Secretary
Jor Management.

1. Part 21 is vacated and reserved as_

follows:
PART 21—[RESERVED]

2, Part 22 now rteads as set forth
below: .

PART 22—SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR CON-
SULAR SERVICES—DEPARTMENT OF
STATE AND FOREIGN SERVICE

See.

22,1 Schedule of fees.

222 Requests for cervices in the United

States.

223 Remittances in the Unlted States.

224 Request for cervices, Forelgn Service.

225 Remittances to Forelgn Service Posts.

22.6 Refund of fees.

227 Collection and return of fees.

228 Effective date.

AvurHonrry: Secs., 3, 4. €3 Stat. 111, as
amended (22 U.S.C. 8lla; 2058; 22 USC.
2651; 5 U.5.C. 4833; 22 U.S.C. 1201), E.O.

10718, 22 FR 4632; 3 CFR, 1954-1958 Comp.
page 382,
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§ 22.1 Schedule of fees. - : .

I&em PASSPORT AND CITIZENSHIP SERVICES Feo
0.
1 ‘Executifon of application IorF c?orts (22 U.8.C. 214) $3.00
2 ZExamination of passport app ica on executed before a foreign official. 3.00
3 Issuance of passport (22 U.8.C 10.00
(Item No. 4 vacant.) )
5 Issuance of card of identity and res!isfmtmn 5.00
6 Execution of application fcr or issuance of pass *

[=1-1. -1

1
12

13

14

15

16
17

18

port:

(a) To officers or employees of the United States roceeding abroad or returning to the United

States in the discharge of their official dutics, or members of their immediate families
(227U.8,C. 21 ). Nofeo

(b) To Amencan seamen who require a s)assport in connection with their duties aboard an
American flag-vessel (22 U.8.C. 214 Nofeo

(¢) To widows, children, parents brothers, or sisters of deceased members of the Armed Forces
proceeding abroad to visit the graves of such members (22 U.8.C.214) oo ereoee e e No feo

(d) To employees of the Amerlcan National Red .Cross proceeding abroad as a member of the
Armed Forces of the United States (10 U.8.C. 2602(¢). - - .- Nofeo

(e) To Peace Corps volunteers and volunteer leaders, s’vho are deemed to be employees of the

United States for purposes of exemption from passport fees (22 U.S.C. 2504(8)cn.cveeanse. Nofco
Amendment of passport:

To show current or new informetion, including changes in members of family....couceeeo... Nofeo

(b) To correct administrative error. Nofeo

(¢} To extend time limitation. ansee=a Nofeo

Verification of passport. -- Nofeo

Execution of application for registration. Nofeo
Execution of aflidavit in regard to American birth in connection with application for passport or

citizenship determination No r°0
Administering the oath of allegiance to a native-born American woman who lost her citizenship solely

by marrisge to an alfen. Nofeo

Yor dehvery to the applicant of a certified copy of an executed formi:
" (a) Ofrepatriation of a native-born American woman whose marital status with an alien termi-
nated prior to Jan, 13, 1941 3.00
(b) Of repatriation of a native—born American wornan under sec. 324 ot the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.8.C. 1435 3.00

(c) Of repatriation under the sct of July 20, 1954 (8 U.S.C. 1438 supp.) or aperson who whilo o
citizen of the United States lost his citizenship by voting in Japan between Sept. 2, 1045,
and Apr. 27, 1952, inclusive 3.00
Documents relating to births, marriages or deaths of American citizens abroad where reported to a
Foreign Service post:
(8) Registration of birth of Amerjcan citizen, including furnishing 1 Certification of Birth and
1copy of form F8-240* Report of Birth Abroad of a Citizen of the United States of Amer-

() 6.00
(b) ** Certificato of Witness to Marriage "in.quadr"h“mfh 45.00
(¢c) Authentication of original documents of marrisge, per 3.00
Cemﬂed copies of the above documents msay be obtamed from tho Passport Office,
Department of State, Washington, D. C 20524, per copy. 3.00
@« Report of Death of an American Cifizen” and scnding 1copy each tolegal representativeand
closest known relative or relative: Nofeo
Addxtional certified copies may be obtained from the Office of Special Consular Services,
Department of State, Washingfon, D.C. 20520, per copy. 3.00
Documents from passport files and related records (except as specified in item 13):
(a) -For file search 6.00
(b) For duplicating by photocopy or other such mesns each copy of each page....... R, .15
(c) For certifying of a true copy for.each copy of each page. 1.00
(d) For certifying by letter under official seal a statement or extract from passport files or a stato- ~
ment that no record of a passport file can be located (pius $6 search charge 148)..eccaeeuane 1.00

Any service described in item 14 when:
(8) Required for official use by an agency of the Federal Government or of any 6! the States or
their subdivisions or of the District of Columbis, or of any of the territories and possessions
of the United States. Nofeo
(b) Performed inresponse to a subpena or other order-of a court. (However, feedare chargeablo
when the service is for the benefit of a party in interest and a court order or subpena is

issued in his behalf.) No feo
~ (¢) Performed in providin; g to a party in interest, a copy of the transcript of a hearing held beforo
a panel, board, or other authority of the Department No feo
Granting an exception under 22 CF R 53.2(h) of travel control regulations 25,00
For any fpassport service furnished in the United States upon request during nonregular duty hours.
(This fee is in addition to any statutory fees or communication costs.) 10,00

Instant photo service, where offered by a Foreign Servme post, for each pair of identical photographs.. 3.00
(Item No. 19 vacant.}

- .VISA SERVICES FOR ALIENS

Furnishing and verification of application for immigrant visa, including duplicate cOPYazaanceanena- 5.00

Issuance of each immigrant visa 20,00

Furnishing and verification of a PB lication and issuance of nonimmigrant visa. (Fees prescribed in
appendix C, Visa Handbbok o

epartment of State, as amended from time to time.). . uccececaua Reclp.
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.

It§m. VISA SERVICES FOR ALIENS—(Continued) Fee
0.
23 Furnishing and verification of spplication and fssuanes of nentmmizrant vis to
(a) An alien proceeding %lp in transit to and from the headquartars dIs'.ri:t ¢f tha Unlted
Nations under the provisions ef sec. ll of tho cgreement between tha United Naticns and
thﬁe) United States of Amcrica regarding the headquarters ¢f the United Notlons (£1 Stat. Not
Nofee
(b) An official representative of a fareign governument, cran Intermaticaal er regloml erzanlza-
" © mtllo% of%m%;ﬂgnilted %ms%lsu memb; §o§w
c alien na U ovemment program ofa
24 Visa or supplemental viga:A of alicn crew Jist up to 40 erow members., 10,00
41 to 100 crew members 25.00
101 to 200 crew members 43.00
25 %gerﬁgggaw mg;nh;f { nlmm!gmnt vis=. lgcldm
Val on or erofana $+ 39
(Item Nos, 28 through 29 vacant.
SERVICES RELATING TO VESSELS A:\‘D SEAMEN
30 Noting marine mt»:st{es when required by o master of o farelgn or an undocumented vecsel. ..
31 Extending marine protest, when required by master ¢fa fzrcign eran undeenmented verseleeen omn e ID.CO
32 Protestof mastera nst charterers or frefghters, when required by macter ¢fa fsre'gn eran undocn-
mented vessel 6.00
33 Shipment or discharge of smm:m on undceumented vess?), cach &am. 14.00
34 Recording of mn of sale o( urchased sbread, taklns o(nppllcaugn fer provlcional cestifizats
of registry or certifi can ownership, ond fnvestigation 10.€0
35 Issuance of mvisional cemnmte or rcgis‘gx' cr certificats of American GwLeIERip 8.0
36 Services under this tariff (unless designated “no exceptions™) when perfarmed for Amerfean vezzels
or for American seamen (22 U.5.C. 1155) Nofee
(The consular officer should charge undcr ftem 03 for time spentaway frem the cencular effize or
after duty hours for item No. 30 through 3.)
(Item Nos. 37 through 44 vacant).
NOTARIAL SERVICES AND AUTHENTICATION
45 Administering an oath and certificato therect, 3.69
46 ‘Taking the acknowledgment of the execution of a decument, and certificato thereof e ceeeeaee.  3.00
47 Certifying under official seal that a eopf or extrect mode from on effieinl cra privale decumen&h a
._truecopy. For certifying each copy of each page. 1.0
48 “Certifying to official chnmcw- ofa omlgn notary or otber eficial (f.e. sutkentientivz a dmens)... 3.00
49 Administering oaths, taking ackn edgments, cr supplying suthenticatisns, fn mnm:el!sn with
ap lgca&!on (ord letters patent cr xe'vlstmtlen of trodemarks, er with the ceslgnment or transferef - .00
ereunder. .
50 Adminisbexing an oath and certifieate thereof for petition for immedints rc.nuve, ronimmigront
ﬁance(e), temporary worker nenimmigrant introccmpany transferee, €r preforexco fmmizrant 3.00
51 Admmlstering oaths or taking ceknowledgments, or suthenticating the clapatures of cm:hL\ in
connection with kinsmen's petitions for wages and cﬁccu; of deeeased zeamen of tho Axcesi
merchant marine’(46 U.8.C. €27) 10,00
52 Fné affidavit 2! petitioner or his ngent. en documents or evidcoco to ko presented to tha Federal 3.0
overnmen -
53 Authenticating a Federal, State or territorial seal, or eertifying to the cfilelal status ¢f an ¢fficer of
the U.S. Departmen of State, or of o forelgn dlplamug cr ecncular effieer ceeredited to crrecog-
(Inmi;ad m T.8. Gozemm) cnt. on any document tubimitted to tho Department for that prrpese.. 3.€0
n
55 Noting of a negotiable instrument for want of ececplancs or payment, ccxtl!y!n,. to protest, and
glvmg notice to issuer and endorsers when requested to do co. (In additisn to this feo the conzalar
officer should charge under ftem €3 for time spent sway from tho censulsr cmcocrmmdmyhmn
- _in presentment cf the instrument for acceptanco or paymeat.)
(Itern Nos. 56 and 57 vacant.)
58 Services under the heading, “Notarial Serviecs and Authentieations”, when rendered:
(a) Inconnection withtheexccution of forms ordocumcntsrequlmd by crtobeprecentad toany .
department or sgency of tho Federal Government. Nofza
(b) In connection with the execution of forms or documentsrequired by er to rezented toths .
tes and thelr subdlvucns, tho District of Celumbia, crany ¢ftha t:xxgw:ics Crpomes
.mns ot the United States Nofze
{c) Inconnectionwith theassignme® and transforef U.S. konds ¢rother Federal fiparcial ghit-
gations or the execution of powers of ottomey therefor to collect Interest thereefeeeveeu... Nofee
(d) To claimants and beneficiaries and thelr wnncm, in cannect!sn with Federal, State, and
municipalallotment, pension, retirement, insurance, medieales: tlo, erlikebenciits, Nofze
(e) In the execution of tax retumns rormlng wmx the Federal or Slale cermments or poltieal
subdivisions thereof. Nofze
() To American citizens, whils cutside tho United States, in preparation of ballats to baused
inany primary, general, orother publiceleeticasin ths United Statesorin temritoricsunder
their hlﬁ diction Nofwe
(g) For official noncommercial uss by a foregin \'emmmt cr by an Infematienal sgansy ot
which the Governmentof the United Smmﬁ : A, Nofeo
(h) To an official of a foreign government in dxcumstances whero fuml-hing tha cervlso f3an
appropriats or reclprozal courtesy. Nof=e
(i) To U.S. Government personnel und chm Corps volunteers or thelr dependants oficially
stationed or traveling ina Iardgnm Nolea
59 Affidavit on preparation and packing of Nofe
60 Consular mortuary cartificate. Nofe
(Items 61 throuch 64 vacant.)
65 In taking depositions or executing commissions to tako testimenys
(a) Forthe servioes ot a d!plomntle or consular officer, ((ﬁr mh hour oz tmc!lﬁn thereal) 37.00
(b) For the servi ces{s ( o stafl member ¢f tha Ferelgn Servica a3 Intarpreter, stencg-
© I!se}ngiEr 14{) '(ﬁf"ﬁo ulmdtgct;‘epcr{cn!ﬁ?ed frem ol afterdnty 1.6
(9 cesof (a) or (b) above arereq away cllcacr nty hours,
_the shall s follows for exch hour er frostien theroef for:
erican employos [o Rrie]
(2) Forelgn Servica local employee. 2.0
(Tmnsparmt!an andincidental cxpenses as defined in Item €3 shall ba collected Ifopplizabla
to services performed under (o), (b), er (¢} ubava)
65 Executin;):; ©0! ons to take trsumuny conncetion with farelza decuments for use in criminal
n {s acco edbynncrdcxct?cduulcﬁmtonb\:hauo(mm&g.n;
as contem&)luted by 18 U.S.C No foe
an certificate for retum ot lettus rogatory exesuted by fareipn 0Eiciald e e e e e 12.¢0
_(Item Nos. €8 and €9 vacant.) .
DECEDENTS AND DECEDENTS' ESTATES
70 'I‘akin into possession under 22 U.5.C. 1175 the pexsnml es!:.\!n (24 an&duzen who chall dlawithin
the limxts of a consular district, Inventorying, sclling, and sposing thereof sccording to
law, for each $100 of inventory volue cr fracticn theree?. 35.00
71 Serviceas described underitem 70 above when performed fn the esse ela deceased offecr eremplasyes
ofthe United States... Nofco

- AN
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I{qem - DECEDENTS AND DECEDENTS’ ESTATES—(Continued) Fee
0. . *

72 Placing or removal of official seal on estates of decedents; for disbursing funds supplied by relatives
and others; for forwarding to legal representative or other authorized person of securities and other
instruments not negotiated (or not negotiable) by the consular officer, or evidence of bank deposits
of the decedent; or for releasing on the spot against memorandum receipt and without oceasion
either for safekeoping on official accountability or for consular inventory and appraisal, to the legal
representative or other authorized person in the country, of personal property taken into nominal
possession for the explicit purpose of transfer of custody. No fee

73 Armn%ments for shipping or other disposition of remains. _ No fee

(Item No. 74 vncant.f
N COPYiNG. RECORDING AND PROCTORING
76 For typing acopy of a document or extract of a document. (For each 200 words or part thereof)...... 200

76 For Photooopying or othersise duplicating a document. (For each copy of each Page) - c--eecmoeue
s fee does not apply to such customary activities as issu@nce of copies of records; (1) from supplies
keopt for distribution, such as press releases and information 1

(Thi
generally reciprocal services performed by the

.16

tﬁ[, (2) as part of normal and

o
sts's library or the library of the Department at

the request of similar nﬁncies or institutions; gxq (3) in lieu of or as enclosures to letters with the

urpose of saving costs

’ aring mail.
(l?em No. 77 vacant,) prep g m )

78 Bupervising or proctoring an examination at the request of an .
or other officer, including completion of g certificate .
without seal, for each hour or fraction thereof, unless the cost thereof isreimbursable to the Depart-
instrumentality of the Federal or & State Government...occcaac...

'ederal or & State Government by a co!

ment of State by an agency or
(Item Nos. 79 through 81 vacant.)

ency or instrumentality of the

OTHER SPECIAL CONSULAR SERVICES

82 Preparing and sending interested party messages for the primary benefit of nongovernment indi-

viduals, organizations or groups:

(a) From De}partment of State to Foreign Service post_ _ 15.00
(b) From a Foreign Service post to the Department of State 15.00
83 Translating of documents to assist nongovernment individuals, organizations, or groups. (For each
uarter hour or fraction thereof of stafl employee time.) 3.00
84 TJ.8, Bolective Servico Registration in a foreign country. No feo
, 85 Distribution of U.8. Treasury checks to Federal beneficiaries No fee
86 BSearching for and forwarding a8 documentrequested from a Foreign Service post by a nongovernment
individual, organization, or group (for each document) 6.00

(Item Nos. 87 through 90 vacant) .

01 Cgﬁl,l‘ectlon of fees by a Foreign Service post for: Services performed by Department of State offices

thin the Uni

ted States under this scheduleof fees; services performed under sec. 6.14 of title 22,
Code of Federal Regulations (Freedom of Information services) :

No fee

EXEMPTION FOR FEDERAL AGENCIES AND CORPORATIONS

92 Any and sl services (unless above designated *“no exceptions’) ?ertormed for the officinl use of the

Government of the United States or of any corporation in wh:
representative shall own the entire outstanding capital stock.

ch the Federal Government or its
No fee

SERVICE RENDERED AWAY FROM OI‘:.%II(J}I%T%% AFTER DUTY HOURS IN A FOREIGN

93 Except for instances of common disaster (i.e. ship wrecks, air crashes, etc.) or evacuations, a sur-
chargo for services when rendered elsewhere than at a8 Foreign Service post or after duty hours at
}he request of the parties, shall be added to the regular fee for each quarter hour or fraction thereof

T2 .

or:
1) American employee.

52; Forelgn Service local employee.

po
38

(In addition to the sur

charge prescribed above, transportation and other incidental costs actually

and necessarily incurred by officers or staff employees of the Foreign Service shall be collected from

the persons requesting the ormance of such

ces. Such collections shall not be considered as

part of the official fees but shall be recorded as deposit funds and accounted for as such.)

§ 22,2 Requests for services
United States.

_(a) Requests for records. Requests by
the flle subject or his/her authorized
agent for services involving U.S. passport
applications and related records, includ-
ing consular birth and marriage records,
shall be addressed to Passport Of-
fice, Department of State, Washington,
D.C. 20524. Requests for consular birth
records should specify if a Consular Re-
port of Birth (long form) or Certifica-
tion of Birth (short form) is desired. Re-
quests for certified copies of Report of
Death of an American citizen shall be
addressed to Office of Special Consular
Services, Department of State, Wash-~
ington, D.C. 20520. Advance remittance
of the exact fee Is required for each
service. :

(b) Authentication services. Requests
for authentication services including
documents presented to the Department
of State for authentication, accompa-
nied by remittance - of the exact total
fee chargeable, shall be addressed to the
Authentication Officer, Department of
State, Washington, D.C. 20520.

in the

§ 22.3 Remittances in the United States.

(a) Remittances in the United States.
Remittances shall be in the form either
of (1) check or bank draft drawn on &
bank in the United States, (2) money
order, postal, international or bank, or
(3) U.S. currency. Remittances shall be
made payable -to the order of the De-
partment of State. The Department will
assume no responsibility for cash which
is lost in the mail.

* (b) Ezact payment of fees..Fees must
be paid in full prior to issuance of re-
quested documents. If uncertainty as to
the existence of a record or as fo the
number of sheets to be copied precludes
remitting the exact fee chargeable with
the request, the Department of State will
inform the-interested party of the exact

" amount required.

§22.4 Requests for services, Foreign
Service.

Officers of the Foreign Service shall
charge for official services performed
abroad at the rates prescribed in this
schedule, imr coin of the United States or
at -its representative value in exchange

(22 U.8.C. 1202) . For deflnition of repre-
sentative value in exchange, see §23.4
of this chapter. No fees named in thiy
schedule shall be charged or collected

* for the official services to American ves=

sels and seamen -(22 U.S.C. 1186). The
term “American vessels” is defined to ex~
clude, for the purposes of this schedule,
undocumented American vessels and the
fees prescribed herein shall be-charged
and collected for such undocumented
vessels. However, the fees prescribed
herein shall not be charged or collected
for American public vessels, which in«
cludes any vessel owned or operated by
a U.S. Government department or
agency and engaged exclusively in offi«
cial business on s non-commercial basis,
This schedule of fees shall be kept posted
in a conspicuous place in each Foregin
Service office, subject to the examination
of ‘all persons interested therein (22
U.S.C. 1197).

§ 22,5 Remittances to Foreign Servico
posts.

Remittances to Foreign Service posts
from persons in the United States in
payment of official fees and charges or
for the purpose of establishing deposits
in advance of rendition of services shall
be in a form acceptable to the post,
drawn payable to the “American Em-
bassy (name of city)” (or American Le-
gation, American Consulate General, or
American Consulate, as the case may be),
This will permit encashment of negotia-
ble instruments for deposit in the Treas-
ury, when not negotiated locally, seo
§ 23.2 of this chapter.

(a) Time at which fees become pay-
able. Fees are due and payable prior to
issuance or delivery to the interested

* party of a signed document, a copy of a

record, or other paper representative of
a service performed.

(b) Receipts for fees; register of serv=
ices. Every officer of the Foreign Servico
responsible for the performance of serv-
ices as enumerated in the Schedule of
Fees for Consular Services-Department
of State and Foreign Service (§22.1),
shall give receipts for fees collected for .
the official services rendered, specifying
the nature of the service and numbered
to correspond with entries in a register
maintained for the purpose (22 U.8.C.
1192, 1193, and 1194). The register serves
as a record of official acts performed by
officers of the Foreign Service in a gov-
ernmental or notarial capacity, corre-
sponding in this regard with the record
which notaries are usually expected or
required to keep of their official acts, see
§ 92.2 of this chapter.

(c)_ Deposits to guarantee payment of
fees or ingidental costs. When the amount
of any fee is determinable only after
initiation of the performance of & serv«
ice, or if incidental costs are involved, the
total fee and incidental costs shall be
carefully estimated and an advance de-
posit required, subject to refund of any
unused balance to the person making

.the deposit.

-
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§22.6 Refund of fees.

Fees which have-been collected for de-
posit in the Treasury are refundable (a)
as specifically authorized by law (see 22
U.S.C. 214g concerning passport fees er-
roneously charged persons excused from
payment, 22 US.C. -216 concerning
passport fees in cases where the appro-
priate representative in the United States

of a foreign government refuses a visa,-

and 46 U.S.C. 8 concerning fees im-
properly imposed on vessels or seamen),
(b) when the principal officer at the con-
sular post where the fee was collected
(or the officer in charge of the consular
section at a combined diplomatic con-
sular post) finds upon review of-the facts
that the collection was erroneous under
applicable law and regulation is made
by the Department of State with a view
to payment of the refund in the United
States in cases in which it is impracti-
~cable to have the facts reviewed and re-
fund effected at the direction of the
responsible consular office. See § 13.1 of
this chapter concerning refunds of fees
- improperly exacted by consular officers
who have neglected to return the same
to the Treasury.

§ 22.7 Collection and return of fees.

No fees other than those prescribed in
the Schedule of fees, § 22.1, or by or pur-
suant to an act of Congress, shall be
charged or collected by officers of the
Foreign Service for official services per-
formed abroad (22 U.S.C. 1201). Al fees
received by any officer of the Foreign
Service for services rendered in connec-
+ion with.the duties of his/her office or as
a consular officer shall be accounted for
and paid into the Treasury of the United
States (22 T.S.C. 99, 1942 Edition, as
amended by sec. 1131 (26) of the Foreign
Service Act of 1946, 60 Stat. 1037, and
as. modified by 22 U.S.C. 812 of the 1952

. Edition) . For receipt, registry, and num-
bering provisions, see § 22.5(c).

§22.8 Effective date.

‘The charges hereby established will be- -

come effective on September 1, 1977 with
respect to-all services rendered pursuant
to requests received in the Department
of State and the Foreign Service on or
after the effective date.

[FR Doc.77-19907 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

Title 32A—National Defense, Appendix

CHAPTER XV—FEDERAL RESERVE
SYSTEM

[R~-0106]

PART 1505—LOAN GUARANTEES FOR
DEFENSE PRODUCTION (REG. V)
Change of Guaranteeing Agency
AGENCY: Board of Governors of the

Federal Reserve System.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Regulation V is being
amended to reflect that the name of the
Defense Supply Agency has been changed
to the Defense Logistics Agency.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment
becomes effective June 30, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Ralph C. Maurer, Credit Specinlist,
Division of Federal Reserve Bank Op-
erations, Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, Washington,
DC 20551, 202~452-3174.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Effective January 1, 1977, the name of the
Defense Supply Agency was changed to
the Defense Logistics Agency. The pur-
pose of this amendment is to reflect this
name change by substituting the re-
named agency in the list of Federal de-
partments and agencies authorized to
guarantee V-Loans. This action is taken
pursuant to the Board's authority under
Defense Production Act of 1950 and Ex-
ecutive Order No. 10480 of August 14,
19§3. as amended.

The change made by this amendment
is a technical one designed to conform
Regulation V to directives issued by the
Department of Defense. Therefore, the
Board for good cause finds that the pro-
cedures prescribed by the provisions of
section 553 of Title 5, United States Code,
relating to notice, public procedure, and
deferred effective date are unnecessary
and would serve no useful purpose.

Secction 1 {Amended]
- Effective immediately, section 1 of
Regulation V (Loan Guarantees for De-
fense Production) of the Board of Gov-
ernors is amended by deleting “the De-
fense Supply Agency” and substituting
the phrase “the Defense XYXogistics
Agency.”

By order of the Board of Governors,
June 30, 1977.

‘THEODORE E. ALLISOMN,
) Secretary of the Board.

_ |FR Doc.77-19926 Flled 7-11-77;8:45 am|

Title 34—Government Management

CHAPTER II—GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION
SUBCHAPTER .E—MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS
PART 271—CENTRAL SUPFORT
SERVICES
Centralized Services in Federal Buildings

Cross REFEReNCE: For a document
which deletes and reserves the provisions
of 34 CFR Part 2171, see FR Doc. 77-19882
appearing under Title 41 in the Rules
and Regulations section of this issue.
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Title 40—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER |—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS

PART 52--APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Massachusetts Revision

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency. ~

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Haverhill Paperboard
Corporation, Haverhill, Massachusetts is
approved to burn 1.4 percent sulfur con-
tent residual fuel ofl in accordance with
the recently revised Regulation 5.1, “Sul-
fur Content of Fuels and Control There-
of,” for the Merrimack Valley Air Pollu-
tion Control District. Haverhill Paper-
board Corporation was required to con-
tinue burning 1.0 percent suliur content
fuel until further information showed
that they could burn a specified higher
sulfur content fuel without causing vio-
lations of the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for sulfur dioxide.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Wallace Woo, Air Branch, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Region I,
Room 2113, JFK Federal Building,
Boséon, Massachusetts 02203, 617-223—
5609.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10872), pursuant
to Section 110 of the Clean Air Act and
40 CFR Part 51, the Administrator ap-
proved, with exceptions, the Massachu-
setts Implementation Plan for attain-
ment of National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS).

On December 30, 1976 (41 FR 56304)
the Administrator approved a revision to
Regulation 5.1, “Sulfur Content of Fuels
and Control Thereof,” of the State Im-
plementation Plan (SIP) which permits
fossil fuel utilization facilities in the
Merrimack Valley Air Pollution Control
District (MVAPCD) fo burn fossil fuel
with a sulfur content not in excess of 1.21
pounds per million Btu heat release po-
tential (approximately equivalent to 2.2
percent sulfur contenf residual fuel oil
by welght) until May 1, 1978. The
MVAPCD is the same geographic area as
the Massachusetts portion of the Merri-
mack Valley—Southern New Hamnbshire
Interstate Air Quality Control Region
(AQCR). Use of the higher sulfur con-
tent fuel by fossil fuel utilization fa-
cilities of over 100 million Btu/hr energy
input cavacity is contingent upon ap-
plication for and receipt of written ap-
proval from the Massachusetts De-
partment of Environmental Quality En-
gineering (the Massachusetts Depart-
ment). Excluded from this revision are
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the City of Lawrence, and the Towns of
Andover, Methuen, and North Andover.
Sources in these areas remain subject
to the previously approved requirements
of Regulation 5.1, which stipulate that
sources are permitted to burn fossil fuel
having a sulfur content not in excess of
0.55 pounds per million Btu heat.release

potential (approximately equivalent to.

1.0 percent sulfur content residual fuel
oil by weight). 8

Haverhill Paperboard Corporation,
Haverhill, Massachusetts was not ap-
proved to implement the provisions of
the revision because violations of the
NAAQS for SO. are predicted if the plant
were to burn 2.2 percent sulfur content
fuel oil. However, on December 30, 1976
the Massachusetts Department sub-
mitted additional conditions and techni-
cal information, and an EPA review of
these data shows that the plant could
burn fossil fuel having a sulfur content
not in excess of 0.75 pounds per million
Btu heat release potential (approxi-
mately equivalent to 1.4 percent sulfur
content residual fuel oil by weight) with-
out violating the NAAQS for SO.. On
April 13, 1977 (42 FR 19359) the Regional
Administrator published a Notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaking indicating that he was

considering approval of Hayverhill Paper- -

board Corporation to burn 1.4 percent
sulfur content fuel oil. Haverhill Paper-
board Corporation is required to apply

for and receive written approval from the-

Massachusetts Department before burn-
ing the specified higher sulfur content
fuel, and will be required to conform to
all other provisions of the revised Regu-
lation 5.1.

No comments were received during the
30-day comment period.

After evaluation of the State’s sub-
mittal, the Administrator has deter-
mined that the Massachusetts revision
meets the requirements of the Clean Air
Act and 40 CFR Part 51. Accordingly, this

revision is approved as a revision to the

Massachusetts Implementation Plan.
(Sec. 110(a) of the Clean Air Act, as
amended, 42 U.S.C. § 1857c-5(a).)

Dated: July 5, 19717.

Dovucras M. COSTLE,
Administrator.

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40, Code of
Federal Regulabxons, is amended as fol-
lows:

SUBPART W—MASSACHUSEITS

1. Section 52. 1120(c), paragraph (8) is
revised to read as follows

§ 52.1120 Identification of Plan.
* * * £
(¢) The plan revisions listed below
were submitted on the dates specified.
* ® * * .
(8) Arevision to Regulation 5.1, Sulfur
Content of Fuels and Control Th,preof
for the Merrimack Valley Air Pollution
Control .District, submitted on January
28, 1976, and add1t1onal technical-infor-
mation pertinent to the Haverhill Paper-
board Corporation, Haverhill, Massachu-
setts, submitted on December 30, 1976,

=
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by the Secretary of Environmental Af-
fairs.

2. In §52.1126, paragraph (e) is re-
vised to read as follows:

§52.1126 Control strategy: Sulfur ox-
ides.
E 3 A J * *

(e) Massachusetts Regulation 5.1 for
the Merrimack Valley Air Pollution Con-
trol District, excluding the City of
Lawrence and the Towns of Andover,
Methuen, and North Andover, submitted
on January 28, 1976, is approved except
as to the following source which is limited
to burning fossil fuel having a sulfur
content not in excess of 0.75 1b. per mil-
lion Btu heat release potential (approxi~
mately equivalent to 1,4 percent sulfur
content residual fuel oil by weight) :
Haverhill Paperboard Corporation, Haverhill,

Massachusetts.

[FR Doc.77-19980 Filed 7—11—77;8:45 am]

2

SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND
- STANDARDS
PART 413—ELECTROPLATING POINT
SOURCE CATEGORY

Pretreatment Standards For Existing
Sources; Interim Final Regulations

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Interim final regulation.

SUMMARY: These regulations limit the

.concentrations of certain pollutants
which may be discharged into publicly
owned treatment works by electropla.tmg
operations. The purpose is to regulate
those pollutants which interfere with,
pass through, or are otherwise incom-
patible with the operation of treatment
works. The Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act requires these regulations to be
issued. The effect of these regulations
will be to require pretreatment of waste
water by operations which do electro-
plating and which discharge waste water
into publicly owned treatment works.-

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

ADDRESS: Send comments to: En-
vironmental Protection Agency, 401 M

. St., SW., Washington, D.C. 20460, Atten-

tion' Distribution Officér, WH-552.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

. Harold B. Coughlin, Effluent Guidelines
Division, (WH-552) Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M St. SW.,

Washington, D.C. 20460. (202) 426~
2560.
SUPPLEMENTARY - INFORMATION:

BACKGROUND

On March 28, 1974, EPA promulgated
a regulation adding Part 413 to Title 40
of the Code of Federal Regulations (39
FR 11510). That regulation (the “Phase
I regulation”) with subsequent amend-
ments (the “Phase II regulation”) (40 FR
18130, April 24, 1975) established effiuent
limitations guidelines for existing sources
in five subcategories and standards of
performance and pretreatment stand-

.

ards for new sources in one subcategory.
Proposed revisions and additions setting
forth efluent limitations guidelines based
on “best available technology economi~
cally achievable” (BAT), pretreatment
standards for new and existing sources,
and standards of performance for new
sources were also published for five sub-
categories (39 FR 11515, March 28, 1974
and 40 FR 18140, April 24, 1975). The
history of rulemaking for the category

by the Agency prior to December 1976 13

described in greater detail in 41 FR 53018
(December 3, 1976).

On December 3, 1976, the Agency sus-
pended the promulgated effluent limita-
tions guidelines based on “best proce
ticable control technology currently
available” (BPT). The efiluent limita-
tions guidelines based on “best available
technology economically = achievable
(BAT), new source performance stand-
ards, and pretreatment standards for
Subpart A of the Electroplating Point
Source Category (41 FR 53081) were ro-
voked. The Agency also withdrew its no-
tices of proposed rulemaking for the
category (41 FR 53070). The Agency took
this action for the purpose of reevaluat-
ing the appropriateness of limitationg
and standards earlier established in light
of new data and further analysis,

The pretreatment standards for exist«
ing sources which were originally pro-
posed were based on the data and analy-
sis relied upon in promulgating the BPT
regulations. The effort to conduct new
data gathering and analyses as a basis
for reevaluation of the BPT regulations
was thus expected to encompass the pro-
posed pretrestment regulations as well,
The interim final regulations set forth
below take into account the additional
study which has been conducted over the
past several months.

Pretreatment standards ore estabe
lished for pollutants discharged into pub=-
licly owned treatment works (POTW)
from existing sources which fall within
the following subcategories of the Elec~
troplating Point Source Category: Elec~
troplating of Common Metals Subcate-
gory (Subpart A); Electroplating of
Precious Metals Subcategory (Subpart
B)7Anodizing Subcategory (SubpartD) ;
Coatings Subcategory (Subpart E);
Chemical Etching and Milling Subcate~
gory (Subpart F); Electroless Plating’
(Subpart G) and Printed Circuit Boards
(Subpart H). Subparts G and H are new
subcategories which are established by
this regulation. The content of the stand-
ards is discussed in detail below under
Summary of Standards.

LEGAL AUTHORITY
These regulations are promulgated

" pursuant to section 307(b) of the Federal

Water Pollution Control Act, as amended
(33 U.S.C. 1251, 1317(b) ; 86 Stat. 816 et
seq.; Pub. L. 92-500) (the Act), which
requires the establishmient of pretreat-
ment standards for pollutants introduced
into publicly owned treatment works
(POTW).

SUMMARY OF STANDARDS

These regulations establish two sets
of pretreatment requirements.for the
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. subcategory.
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subcategories mentioned. The first set,
the “prohibited discharge” standards,
are designed to prevent’inhibition of, or
interference with, publicly owned treat-
ment works, by prohibiting the discharge
of pollutants of a nature or in a quan-
tity that would endanger the mechani-
cal or hydraulic integrity of the works.
Except for minor changes, these prohib-
jted discharge standards are identical
to the prohibitions contained in the gen-
eral pretreatment regulation now found
at 40 CFR 128.131.

The second set of standards, known as
“categorical”
contain “specific numerical limitations
based; on an evaluation of available
technologies in a particular industrial
The specific numerical
limitations are arrived at separately for
each subeategory, and are imposed on
poliutants -which may interfere with,
pass through, or otherwise be incompat-
jble with publicly owned treatment
works. For plants with an average daily
flow of 40,000 gallons or more, the pres-
ent regulations specifically, limit the
concentrations of total cyanide, amena-
ble cyanide, hexavalent chromium, and
the pHE range for wastes discharged into
a, POTW. For plants with an average
daily process waste water flow of less
than 40,000 gallons, limitations on only
amenable ¢yanide are imposed at this
time, due to preliminary indications that
these plants might experience relatively
severe economic problems if more strin-
gent standards were established. Requir~
ing treatment of cyanide is the logical
first step, since destruction of cyanide
is a prerequisite for any subsequent re-
moval of metals. -

However, the Agency in th& near fu-
ture will issue in proposed or interim
form additional limitations for some or
all portions of the industry, based on
further analysis. First, the Agency will
jssue limitations on total cyanide, hex-
avalent chromium, and pH for some or
all of the plants which will be subject
only to limitations on amenable cyanide
under the regulations which are cur-
rently being promulgated. Secondly, the
Agency will issue limitations on metals
for certain portions of the industry. As
discussed below, the reasons for the
Agency’s decision to issue regulations
in stages are closely related to the on-
going effort to develop an accurate eco-
nomic picture of this industry. Decisions
regarding the appropriate stringency and
scope of the additional standards will
depend upon the outcome of current
efforts to characterize the most vulner-
able parts of the industry and to deter-
mine the possible economic impacts of
various levels of regulations.

Because the present interim final reg-
alations provide for up to three years
for compliance (see Compliance Date,
below), the issuance of regulations in
two stages should not materially affect
the process of planning for and installing
the necessary treatment technology. The
time necessary for compliance will again

.be considered when new regulations are

s promulgated and when existing regula-

tions are finalized.

FEDERAL
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The Agency is also in the process of
formulating new BPT regulations as well
as standards of performance and pre-
treatment standards for new sources.
The Agency expects to fssue these regu-
lations in the near future.

For the purpose of clarity, the sub-
categories affected by the present regula-
tions are exempted from 40 CFR Part
128. The provisions of the present reg-
ulation overlap considerably with the
janguage of 40 CFR Part 128. 40 CFR
Part 128 was proposed on July 19, 1973
(38 FR 19236), and published in final
form in November 19873 (38 FR 30982).
It limits the discharge of pollutants
which pass through or interfere with
the operation of publicly ovned
treatment works, but it does not set nu-
merical limitations or explicitly list par-
ticular pollutants to be regulated. The
provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 have some-
times been @ source of confusion in the
past. New .general pretreatment regu-
lations have been proposed (42 FR 6476,
February 2, 1977) which will revoke and
replace 40 CFR Part 128 upon promul-
gation. Thérefore, the general pretreat-
ment requirements set forth in 40 CFR
Part 128 are superseded with respect to
the subcategories governed by the pres-
ent regulations. All pretreatment re-
quirements currently applicable to the
subcatepories listed are included in the
regulations set forth below. When the
new general pretreatment regulations
are promulgated, these standards will be
reviewed for consistency with the new
general policies.

TECHNICAL BASIS FOR STANDARDS

The technical _analysis upon which
these regulations are based included an
identification of the principal waste wa-
ter pollutants generated by this industry,
a consideration of the extent to which
these pollutants interfere with or pass
through POTW, and & study of the vari-
ous pretreatment technologies which are
available for controlling the discharge of
such pollutants. Information gathered in
an ongoing technical study of direct and
indirect dischargers for this industry was
used as the primary basis for assessing
available pretreatment technologles.
Additionally, data gathered earlier in
support of the direct discharge limita-
tions under sections 301 and 304 as well
as data submitted by the industry were
used. Appendix A summarizes these data
and the analysis used in developing these
limitations. The details of these studles
are set forth in the “Pretreatment Re-
port Supplementing the Interim Final
Development Documents for the Electro-
plating Point Source Category”, the
“Development Document for Interim
Final Effuent Limitations Guidelines for
the Common and Precious Metals, and
Metal -Finishing Segments of the Elec-
troplating Point Source Category”, and
the “Development Document for Effuent
Limitations Guidelines and New Source
Performance Standards for the Copper,
Nickel, Chromium and Zinc Segment of
the Electroplating, Point Source Cate-
gory". The Agency also relied upon a
report entitled “A Survey of Three Ex-

35835

emplary Electroplating Waste Treat-
ment Systems”.

Econoxic InMpPACT ANALYSIS

In establishing the present regulations,
the Agency has studied and taken into
account the potential economic impact
on the industry of implementing the
standards, The analyses which have been
undertaken are described in Appendix A.
The details of the economic studies are
set forth in a report entitled “Prelimi-
nary Economic Analysis of Interim Final
Pretreatment Standards for the Electro-
plnt”ing Point Source Category, May,
1971." -

Total investment costs for the metal
finishing job shops to comply with the
standards are estimated to be 38 million
dollars. Annualized compliance costs are
estimated to be 15 million dollars per
year including both capital charges and
operating and maintenance costs. It is
estimated that 235 metal finishing job
shops representing 5,900 jobs may close
as a result of the standards. This rep-
resents eight percent of the firms and
nine percent of the employment in the
job shop sector of the industry.

Executive Orders 11821 and 11949, and
OMB Circular A-107 require that major
proposals for legislation and promulga-
tion of regulations and rules by agencies
of the executive branch be accompanied
by a statement certifying that the in-
flationary impact of the proposal has
been evaluated. It is hereby certified that
the inflationary impact of these stand-
ards has been evaluated in the economic
jmpact analysis.

FuTURE REGULATIONS

The present standards represent a
minimal leve]l of control' which leaves un-
regulated many harmful pollutants
which pass through or interfere with the
operation of a POTW or have deleterious -
effects on the sludge resulting from the
operation of such treatment works. The
Agency Is considering establishing rez-
ulations in addition to those which are
now belng promulgated. In particular,
the Agency has considered the need for
limitations on metals, as well as limita-
tions on pH, total cyanide, and hexa-
valent chromium for those plants which
are currently, subject only to limitations
on amendable cyanide. The harmfulness
of such pollutants is known, as is the
technology for controlling these dis-
charges. However, the preliminary re-
sults of an economic analysis indicate
that the closure rates for implementa-
tion of the full range of limitations by all
plants may be high. Consequently,
limitations on the full set of parameters
are not being promulgated at this time.
The Agency, however, will issue further
limitations for some or all portions of the
industry in the near future, after addi-
tional economic analysis has been com-
pleted.

Particular attention is being devoted to
the representativeness of the data base,
the accuracy of the financial informa-
tion, the feasibility of alternative sources
of capital, and the appropriateness of
the compliance cost estimates. The
Agency hopes to have a more accurate
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economic picture of the industry soon,
following further evaluation of the data
base, review of the costs which were
used, and “reality testing” of the eco-
nomic model by comparing results with
the actual experience of municipalities
which have enforced regulations similar
to those under consideration. In addi-
tion, the Agency is currently studying
the industry in an effort to more pre-
cisely characterize the most vulnerable
portions of the industry and to define
those groups of plants which are respon-
sible for the most significant environ-
mental harm. Specific factors under con-
sideration include process mix, flow,
sales, number of metal finishing em-
ployees, total number of employees, and
location, Identifiable differences between
caplive and job shops will also be consid-
ered. The Agency will be looking for fac-
tors which might provide the basis for
formulating a spectrum of standards for
different groups of plants, or for estab-
lishing variances or exemptions to a
central set of standards.

Comments from the public are partie-
ularly solicited. The Agency will issue
additional limitations in approximately
two months from the date of this

. promulgation.

AVAILABILITY OF DOCUMENTS

The EPA technical and economic re-
ports mentioned above are available for
inspection at the EPA Public Informa-
tion Reference Unit, Room 2922 (EPA
Library), Waterside Mall, 401 M St. SW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20460, at all EPA Re-
gional Offices and at State Water Polu-
tion Control Offices.

Coples of the supplemental EPA re-
ports described are being sent to persons
or institutions affected by the regulation
or who have placed themselves on &
malling list for this purpose (see EPA’s
Advance Notice of Public Review Pro-
cedures, 38 FR 21202, August 6, 1973).

" A limited number of additional copies

are avalilable, Persons wishing to obtain -

& copy may write the Environmental
Protection Agency, Effluent Guidelines
Division, Washington, D.C. 20460, At-
tention: Distribution Officer, WH-552.

‘When this regulation is promulgated
in final rather than interim form, re-
vised copies of the technicel documenta~
tion will be available froni the Superin-
tendent of Documents, Government
Printing Office, Washington. D.C. 20402.
Copies of the economic analysis docu-
ment will be available through the Na-
tional Technical Information Service,
Springfield, Virginia 22151.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Numerous agencies and groups have
participated at various stages in the de-
velopment of pretreatment regulations
for existing sources in this ‘industry.
Comments were solicited when proposed
pretreatment standards were issued on
.March 28, 1974 (Phase I) and on
April 24, 1975 (Phase II). Many agencies
and groups were also consulted in- the
course of developing the proposed regu-
lations. Similar opportunities for pubhc
participation were also provided in the
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related development of Phase I and
Phase II regulations based upon best
practicable control technology currently
available, Furthermore, a public hearing
on pretreatment standards for the elec-
troplating industry was held on June 10,
1974, On December 3, 1976, the Agency
announced that the regulations which
had been previously proposed or promul-
gated would be reevaluated. Since that
time fthe Agency has reconsidered the
formulation of pretreatment standards
and other regulations in light of all com-
ments which have been received. The
Agency has also continued to consult
with, and receive comments from, in-
terested agencies and groups. Further-
more, at the request of the National As~
sociation of Metal Finishers, the Agency
has- released split samples for duplicate
analysis as well as additional data on
the electroplating plants that were se-
lected for sampling and study as a basis
for reevaluating the regulations. A

mary of public participation in this rule-
making, public comments, and the Agen-
cy’s response to major issues which have
been raised is contained in Appendix B
of this preamble.

EFFeCTIVE DATE

The Agency is subject to an order of
the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia entered in “Natural
Resources Defense Council (NRDC) v
EPA,” 8 ER.C. 2120 (D.D.C. 1976) which
requires the promulgation of pretreat-
ment standards for this industry cate-
gory no later than May 15, 1977. The
court order which was entered by the
United States Court for the District of
Columbis, on June 8, 1976, following a
consent agreement among the parties to
four lawsuits, placed EPA on rigid time-
tables for the preparation and publica-
tion of water pollution regulations for 21
broad industry categories and 65 famih%
of water pollutants.

It has not been practical to develop
and republish regulations for this cate-
gory in a second proposed form and to
provide a 30-day comment period within
tthe time constraints imposed by the
court order referred to above. Accord-
ingly, the Agency has determined pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b) that notice and
comment on the interim final regula-
tions prior to promulgation would be
impractical and contrary to the public
interest. The effective date shall there-
fore be the date of publication of these
regulations..

COMPLIANCE DATE

Section 301 of the Act anticipates that
pretreatment standards for existing
sources would be established and com-
pliance would be required before July 1,
1977, while section 307(b) specifies “a
time for compliance not to exceed three
years from the date of promulgation” of
the standard. In view of this conflict of
statutory language and the fact that the
pretreatment standards are only now
being promulgated, the Agency believes
that the compliance deadline as set forth
in section 307(b) should apply. The time
for compliance with the categorical pre-

treatment standards will be not later
than three yeaxs from the effective date.
However, a Regional Administrator or
local or state authority should establich
a more expeditious compliance date on
an individual basis where it is appropri-
ate. Compliance with the prohibited dis«
charge standards is required immediately
upon the effective date of these reguln-
tions since these standards are essen-
tially the same as 40 CFR 128.131 and
since the deadline for compliance with
40 CFR 128.131 has passed.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

Interested persons are encouraged to
submit written comments. Comments
should be submitted in triplicate to the
Environmensl Protection Agency, 401 M
St., SW., Washington, D.C. 20460, At
tention:- Distribution Officer, WH-552.
Comments on all aspects of the regula-
tion are solicited. In the event comments
are in the nature of criticisms as to the
adequacy of data which are available,
or which may be relied upon by the
Agency, comments should identify and,
if possible, provide any additional data
which may be available and should in-
dicate why such data suggest amend-
ment or modification of the regulation,
In the event comments address the ap-
proach taken by the Agency in establish«
ing pretreatment standards, EPA sollcits
suggestions as to what alternative ap-
proach should be taken and why and how
this alternative better satisfles the de-
tailed requirements of section 307(b) of -
the Act. The Agency particularly sollcits
comments on other technologies for
treating metal finishing efluents. All
comments received on or before Septem-
ber 12, 1977, will be considered.

A copy of all public comments will be
available for inspection and copying at
the EPA Public Information Reference
Unit, Room 2922 (EPA Library), Water-
side Mall, 401 M St. SW,, Washlngton.
D.C. 20460. A copy of the technical stud-
jes and economic studies referred to
above, and certain supplementary mate-
rials will be maintained at this location
for public review and copying. The EPA
information regulation, 40 CFR Part 2,
provides that a reasonable fee may bo
charged for copying.

An opportunity for public hearing will
be provided shortly after the close of tha
comment period. The place and time will
be announced in a later notice.

SmaLL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
LoaNs

Section 8 of the FWPCA authorizey
the Small Business Administration,
through its economic disaster loan pro-
gram, to make loans to assist any small
business: concern in effecting additiong
to or alteration in equipment, facilities,

-or methods of operation so as to meet

water pollution control requirements un-
der the FWPCA, if the concern is likely
to suffer a substantial economic injury
without such assistence,

For further details on this Federal
loan program write to EPA, Office of
Analysis and Evaluation, WH-586, 401 M.
St. SW., Washington, D.C. 20460.
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In consideration of the foregoing, 40
CFR Part 413 is hereby amended as set
forth below.

- Dated: June 30, 1977.

T * BARBARA. BLUN,
Acting Administrator.

APPENDIX A-—TECHNICAL SUMMARY AND
BaSIS FOR REGULATIONS

This Appendix summarizes the basls for
interim final pretreatment standards for ex-
isting -sources in the electroplating point
source category.

(1) General methocmlogy. The pretreat-
ment standards set forth herein were devel-

" oped in the following manner: The point
source category was first studied for the pur-
pose of determining whether separate stand-
ards"are appropriate for different segments
within the category. The raw waste charac-
teristics for each such segment were then
identified. This included an analysis of the
source, flow and volume of water used in the
process employed, the sources of waste and
waste waters in the operation and the con-
stituents of all waste water. The compatibil-
ity of each raw waste characteristic with
‘municipal treatment works was then con-
sidered. Waste water constituents posing
pass-through or interference problems for
POTW were identified.

The control and treatment technologles
existing within each segment were identified.
This included identification of each distinct
control and treatment technology, including
both in-plant and end-of-process technol-
ogies, which exist or are capable of being de-
signed for each segment. It also Included
identification of the efluent level resulting
from the application of each of the technol-
ogies in terms of the amount of constitu-
ents and the chemical, physical, and
biological characteristics of pollutants. The
problems, limitations, and reliability of each
treatinent and control technology were also
identified. In addition, the nonwater quality
environmental impact, such as the effects of
the application of such technologies, upon
other pollution problems, including alr, solid
waste, noise, and radiation were identified.
The energy requirements of each control and
treatment technology: were determined as
well as the cost of the application of such
technologies.

The information, as outlined above, was
‘then evaluated in order to determine what
levels of technology reflected the applica-
tion of appropriate pretreatment technolo-
gies. In identifying such technologles, varl-
ous factors were considered. These included
the total cost of application of technology,
the age of equipment and facilities involved,
the process employed, the engineering as-
pects of the application of various types of
control techniques, process changes, non-
water qusality environmental impact (includ-
ing energy requirements) and other factors.

‘The data upon which the above analysis
was performed included EPA permit appl-
cations, EPA sampling and inspections, con-
sultant reports, and industry submissions.

(2) Summary of technical analyses—(i)
Categorization. Previous regulations for the
electroplating point source category were
subcategorized on the basis of process con-
siderations. Electroplating was separated
from metal finishing processes because elec-
troplating always requires the action of an
electrical current to deposit a metallic coat-
ing on the basis material acting as an elec-
trode. Metal finishing processes may or may
not require a current and may or may not
deposit a metallic coat on the basis mate-
rial. The processes of enodizing, coatings,
chemical etching and milling are sufficiently
different so as to warrant separate subcate-
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gorles. Anodizing, usually performed on alu-
minium, converts the surface of the ob-
Ject to the metal oxide The object serves
as the anode. Coatings refer principally to
chromating, phosphating, and immersion
plating. Each of these procecces applies a
thin protective coat on the treated object.
An electricnl curréent may or may not be
applied. Chemical etching and milling in-
volve the dlssolution of the basls material.

In restudying the fndustry for the purpose
of establishing pretreatment regulations, it
was decided that printed circuit board man-
ufacturing and electroless plating also war-
rant separate subcategorization becouce of
the unique mixture of clectrolytic and elec~
troless plating operations found in thece
processes, Additionally, these processes pro-
duce pollutants which may render normal
wasts treatment techniques ineffective if
proper safeguards are ignored.

Finally, tho foregoing subcategorization is
consistent with the existing structure of the
Industry, each subcategory tending to be
orfentcd toward individual markets which do
not overlap significantly.

(11) Origins and characteristics of waste
water pollutants. Waste water from this in-
dustry comes from the pretreatment and post
treatment operations as well as the actual
metal finishing and electroplating steps. The
known significant pollutants and pollutant
propertles from these operations include pH,
total suspended solids, oll and grease, cy-
anide, chromium, copper, nickel, =ine, cad-
mium, lead, tin, iron, aluminum, fluocride,
phosphorus, stlver, palladlum, and varlous
precious metals and orgnnlc compounds. The
present study indleates'that many of these
pollutants may occur tegether and that thelr
individual concentrations may exceed 100
mg/l.

Waste water results from the followlng op-
erations in this industry: (1) Rinsing to re-
move films of processing solution from the
surface of work pleces at the cite of each op-
eration, (2) rinsing away spiils, (3) washing
the alr that passes through ventilation ducts
- s0 as to remove spray from the air before it
15 exhausted, (4) dumps of spent colutions,
(5) washing of equipment, and (6) ccollig
water used in heat exchangers to cool colu-
tions in metal finishing procesces. Approxi-
mately 90 percent of the water consumed s
in rinsing. That used as cooling water 5
usually recycled for rinsing. Operating solu-
tlons to be dumped are slowly trickled into
the rinse waters prior to treatment

Many of the pollutants which are gen-
erated pose significant interference or pass
through problems ot POTW. The problems
posed by the parameters affected by the pres-
ent regulations are as follows:

(a) Cyanide. Cyanides are widely used in
the electroplating industry and are among
the most toxic of pollutants commonly dis-
charged in Industrial waste waters, Cyantde
may exist as free cyanide as hydrocyanic*
acid, or in o complex, bound in varying de-
gree to metals which are also present in
wastes from this Industry.

Of these three forms, hydrogen cyanide

. (HCN) is probably the most acutely lethal
compound. HCN dissociates in water to hy-
drogen lons and cyanide jons in o pH de-
pendent reaction., The cyanide fon I5 less
acutely lethal than HCN. The relationship of
PH to HCN shows that gs the pH 5 lJowered
to below 7 there Is less than 1 percent of the
cyanide molecules in the form of the CN lon
and the rest is present as BCN., When the pH
Is increased to 8, 9, and 10, the percentage of
cyanide present as CN fons Is 6.7, 42, and 87
percent, respectively. The toxicity of cya-
nides is increased by increases in tempera-
ture and reductions in oxygen tenslons, A

temperature rise of 10°C produces & two to
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threefold increase in the rate of the lethal
actlon of cyanide.

In the body, the CIN fon, except for a small
portion exhaled, 13 rapidly changed into a
relatively non-toxic complex (thiocyanate)
in the Uver and ellminated in the urine. The
safe ingested 1imit of cyanide has been esti-
mated at amounts less than 18 mg/day, part
of which comes from normal environmental
and Industrial exposure. The average fatal
dozoe of HCN by ingestion by man is 50 to €9
mg. The U.S. Public Health Service recom-
mended lUmit for drinking water was 0.1
mg/l, with a mandatory maximum of 02
mg/l; however, the Natlonal Interim Primary
Drinking Water Regulations do not lmit
cyanide.

Cyanides are more toxic to ﬁsh than to
lower aquatic organisms such as midge lar-
val, crustaceans, and mussels. Toxicity to
fish 1s a function of chemical form and con-
centration, and is influenced by the rate of
metabolism (temperature), the level of dis-
eolved oxygen, and pH. In the laboratory free
cyanide concentrations ranging from 0.05 to
0.15 mg/l have been proven to be fatal to
cencitive flsh specles including trout, blue
ghlls, and fathead minnows. Levels above 0.2
mgy/l are rapldly fatal for many species. Long
term sublethal concentrations of cyanide as
low o3 0.01 mg/l have been shown to affect
the abllity of fish to function normally, e.g.,
reproduce, grow, move freely. |

Cyanide forms complexes with metal fons
precent in waste water. All these complexes
exist in equilibrium with ECN. Therefore,
the concentration of free cyanide present is
dependent on the pH of the waste and the
relative strength of the metal-cyanide com-
plex. The cyanide complexes of zinc, cad-
mium, and copper may dissociate to release
free cyanide. Also, where these complexes oc-
cur together, synergistic effects have been
demonstrated. Zinc, copper, and cadmium
cyanide nre more toxic than an equal concen-
tration of sodfum cyanide.

Iron cyanides are tightly bound complexes
and are not extremely toxic. However, iron
cyanide readily discoclates when exposed to
sunlight. This pozes problems for cyanide
discharges Into a POTW. Ferric chloride is
commonly added in a POTW as part of the
treatment system. Cyanide in the waste wa-
ter will readily complex with the iron, re-
main dicsolved, pass through the POTW, and
subsequently photodecompose, releasing ey-
anide to the amblent waters.

A cecond pass-through problem related to
cyanide Is caused by chlorination of waste
waters by the POTW for the purpose of dis-
infection. Chlorfnation has been found to
convert residual cyanide into highly toxic
cyanozen chloride, which is subsequently
released to the environment.

Finally, cyanide can also interfere with
the operation of a POTW. Threshold inhibit-
ing concentrations for POTV range from 0.1-
5.0 mg/1. Inhibition of activated sludge units
has been reported between 0.5-5.0 mg/l.
Slug discharges of cyanide have caused com-
plete fallure of some POTVY.

At lower concentrations, cyanide is par-
tially blodegradeable. However, POTW {reat-
ment efficlency 1s highly variable, with some
plants reporting less than 30 percent removal.

{b) Hexarolent chromivm, Chromium ex-
1s5ts In two states, Cr.JJII and Cr,VI, and it
is the latter form that is more toxic. Hexa-
valent chromium is an Irritant, and corro-
slve, and may be absorbed by inhalation, in-
gestion, and through the skin. It causes skin
ulcers, 15 a skin sensitizer, can have corro-
sive effects on the intestinal tract and cause
inflammation of the kidneys.

For fish, the range of §6-hour LC50 values
Is 10-309 mg/1, including 17.6 mg/1 for fat-
head minnows and 118 mg/1 for bluegill.
Alevin and juvenile chincok salmon, and
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rainbow trout are more sensitive to chro-
mium than adults, Concentrations of 0.01-
0.20 mg/l Cr,VI increase salevin mortality
and retard growth temporarily. Chromium
stress during maturation and spawning is
suspected of causing susceptibility to infec-
tions. Freshwater zooplankton studies have
shown the water flea to be the most sensi-
tive invertebrate to Cr,VI, with a 48-hour
LC50 of 0.022 m/1. It appears that adult fish
are relatively tolerant of Cr,VI, but that
both freshwater and marine invertebrates
are quite sensitive. A Cr,VI level of 0.001—
0.002 mg/l is a safe level for invertebrates
and fish. The National Interim Primary
Drinking Water Regulations limit chromium
in drinking water to not more- than 0.05
mg/1.

Cr.,VI is toxic to activated sludge. Thresh-
old inhibitory concentrations range from 1-
10 mg/1. Inhibition of activated sludge units
has been reported between 5-10 mg/l. In
many large cities industrial sources are re-
sponstble for 72-100 percent of influent chro-
mium concentrations. Current local sewer
ordinance limitations range from 0.05-10
mg/l. .

Chromium is moderdtely 'removed by
POTW. There is a great deal of variability
among POTW; the average is around 50
percent removal, but for some systems it is
a3 low as 14 percent.

The chromium which does not pass
through a POTW is deposited in the POTW
sludge. Concentrations of chromium in sludge
varied In one study from 20-10,000 mg/kg,
with over half of the measurements less than
100 mg/kg. Sludge in Buffalo, New York
had concentrations of 2540 mg/kg before im-
plementation of pretreatment standards, and
1040 mg/kg after the regulations were put
into effect. The chromium content in munici-
pal sludge can limit the use of the sludge
85 a soil conditioner. Chromium is mobile
in soll, and may readily leach from land
111, or fliter into & water supply. This is a
significant problem since a large portion of
the Nation’s water supply comes from under-
ground sources. One Canadian study com-
pared levels of chromium in soil, and vegeta-

- tion before and after application of sludge,
and found that the concentrations in the
soll and tthe plants’increased 50 percent after
the sludge use. In some agricultural crops
chromium can cause reduced growth or death
of the crop. Adverse effects of low concen-
trations of chromium on corn, tobacco an
sugar beets have been documented. .

(c) pH. Extremes of pH or rapid pH changes
can exert stress conditions or kill biological
life outright. At a pH greater than 10,
disruption of a biological treatment system
is lkely. At a low pH, corrosion of sewer
pipes may be caused, Furthermore, at 8 pH
below 7.6, only small amounts of metals are
converted to hydroxide form. Since soluble
‘metals tend to pass‘through POTW untreated,
whereas metal hydroxides will tend to be
removed in primary clarifiers, pH levels have
an important indirect effect on the signifi-
cance of metal pass-through problems.

(lv) Treatment and control technology.
Waste water treatment and control tech-
nologies have been studled for this indus-
try to determine the best practicable pre-
treatment ‘technologies. This study showed
that although there are differences between
subcategories in the types and quantities
of wastes generated, the same general treat-
ment technologles are avatlable to this entire
industrial segment.

Electroplating wastes are typleally treated
by & number of sequential control tech-
niques. General practice includes segregation
and individual treatment of the wastes con-
taining cyanide and chrome followed by the
removal of metals by pH adjustment and
clarification or fittration in a common treat-
ment system, As discussed elsewhere in the
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preamble, this regulation <does not require
removal of the metals. Therefore, the present
pretreatment limitations for this- industry
are based on the following control tech-
nigues: The reduction of hexavalent chro-
mium to Trivalent chromium, (2) oxidation
of cyanides, and (3) pH.adjustment to the
range of 7.5 to 10. The use of the technologies
discussed below formed the basis of the pre-
treatment standards which are being estab-
lished. However, this does not precludas the
use of other waste water treatment tech-
niques which provide equivalent or better
levels of treatment. Alternate treatment
technologies are discussed in the develop-
ment document.

(a). Chrome reduction. Reduction of hexa-
valent chrome to trivalent chrome is widely
practiced within the industry and is typi-
cally done using sulfur dioxfde at a pH
of approximately 2.

Seventy-three plants sampled by the
Agency had operating chrome reduction fa-
cilities. The number of data points from each
plant varled irom one to one hundred and

thirty-three. The data from each plant were’

averaged Into a single number so that all
plants were considered ecually. Approxi-
mately 60 percent of these plants already
meet the limitations specified by this regula-

“tion. -

(b) Cyanide destruction. Cyanide must be
treated before treatment for metals removal
may take place. If this is-not done soluble
metal cyanide complexes rather than Insolu-
ble metal hydroxides will be formed.

Cyanide destruction is generally done in a
two-stage oxidation treatment system using
chorine or hypochlorite. The first stage of
the reaction oxidizes cyanide to cyanate, and
the second, cyanate to nitrogen and.carbon
dioxide. The amenable cyanide limitations
set by this regulation may be achieved by a
single stage treatment system that com-
pletes the first step in this reaction. ’

The total cyanide limitation set by this
regulation is based on two stage treatment
and careful separation of iron, nickel, and
certain other metal bearing wastes from the

.cyanide wastes in order to avoid formation

of metal cyanide complexes that are untreat-
able by established .waste treatment tech-
nologies. This latter segregation practice is
standard good housekeeping procedure and
is well established within the industry.

Eighty-five plants sampled during this
study had cyanide oxidation facilitles. The
data from each plant were treated In the
same manner as the data on chrome reduc-
tion. The limitations set by this regulation
based on cyanide oxidation are currently
achieved by approximately 60 percent of the
data base.

(¢) pH adjustment. pH control is an es-
tablished and readily available control tech-
nique which was practiced by all of the
plants sampled in this study. Typically, the

.PH is adjusted by adding an acid, such as

hydrochloric or sulfuric, or base (lime or
caustic) to the waste stream In an agitated
tank. pH control is achieved by mixing suf-
ficlent amounts-of acid or base to the waste
to maintain the pH in the desired range.

(iv) Cost estimates for control of waste
water pollutants. Cost information was obe
tained from industry, from engineering
firms, equipment suppliers, government
sources, and available literature whenever
possible. Costs based on actual industrial
installations or engineering estimates for
projected facilities as supplied by contribut-
ing companies were also used.

The foregoing cost information was used to:

develop and verify a costing program which
was then used to cost treatment plants for
electroplating establishmenfs of various
sizes and compositions. Eighty-one model
plants were used,to characterize the treat-
ment costs assoclated witkh this industry.

These models and a summary of the costing
methodology are available for public inspec-
tion at the EPA Public Information Refet-
ence Unit, Room 2922, (EPA Library), Wator-
side Mall, 401 M Strcet SW., Weshington,
D.C. 20460.

(v) Energy requirements and nonwater
quality environment impacts. Theo energy
costs related to the implementation of these
regulations are generally limited to eleotrics
4ty required for liquid transfer pumps and

- agitator motors.

The major nonwater quality consideration
which may be associated with thoso pretroats
ment standards 1s the generation and rolease
to the POTW of metal bearing solid wastes.
Use of pH adjustment without motols ro=
moval by the industrial user generally result
in incidental removal of some fraction of the
metals at the POTW. Contamination of tho
sludge from the POTW with theso wastes can
Iimit the sludge disposal alternatives avail«
able to the POTW, Increaye the cost of ade«
quate sludge disposal facilitles and provent
the use of the sludge for beneflcial purposes
such as agriculture. For  these reasons, as
discussed elsewhere in the preamble, the
Agency is currently considering additional
limitations which would require removal of
these wastes by the industrial user.

Under the present regulations, sludge dig-
posal by the industrial user should not pose
8 problem. .

No significant increase in nolse, radiation,
air pollution or thermal pollution will result
from the implementation of these protreat«
ment standards.

(3) Economic summiary. This section sum-
marizes the economic and Inflationary im-=
pacts of the pretreatment standerds for the
Electroplating Polnt Source Category. Execi=
tive Orders 11821 and 11949, and OMB Clir-
cular A-107 require that major proposals for
legislation and promulgation of regulations
and rules by agencies of the executive branch
be accompanied by a statment certifying that
the inflationary impact of the proposal has
been evaluated. The inflationary impact of
these standards has been evaluated in an
economic impact analysis, the results of
which are summarized below.

The standards directly affect two kindg of
firms: (1) independent establishments pers
forming processes covered by these standards
as their primary line of business, and (3)
captive establishments performing regulated
processes as part of the manufacture of some
other product.

The standards are expected to have ad«
verse economic impacts on some independent
operations. Although captive establishments
were not analyzed in great detall, 1t {3 an-
ticipated that the impsact on them will be
less than on independent operations. Tho ad-
verse impacts on independent shops are pri-
marily due to capital avallability problems
that the captives are expected to Have to a
much lesser degree. In ‘addition, the com-
pliance cost 2 captive tends to be & much
small fraction of production cost since it is
belng spread over more production operations,
The specifics of the following discussion refer
only to metal finishing job shops.

Total Investment costs for the metal finish«
ing job shops to comply with the standards
are estimated to be 38 milllon dollars, This
estimate allows for the fact that some jobs
have treatment facilities already in place,
Annualized compliance costs are estimated to
be 15 million dollars per year. This includes
both capital charges and .operations and
maintenance costs,

An estimated 235 job shops representing
5,900 jobs may close as a result of the pre-
treatment standards. This represents eight
percent of the job shops and nine percent
of the workers in the job shop sector of the
industry.
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Prices are expected to rise to account for
increased compliance costs. The price of the
regulated metal finishing services is expected
to rise by an average of between 1.2 and 4.2
percent. Profitabllity and owners’ compensa-
tion are expected to drop slightly in the short -
run for those firms that remain open, but
are expected to return to their original levels
within a few years of compliance as the in-
dustry adjusts to the new abatement require-
ments.

APPENDIX B.—SUIIMARY OF PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION

The following are the principal agencies
and groups consulted in the development
of regulations: (1) Effluent Standards and
Water Quality Information Advisory Com-,
mittee (established under section 515 of
the Act); (2) all.State and US. Territory
Pollution Control Agencles; (3) Department
of Interior; (4) Department of Commerce;
(5) Department of Defense; (6) Department
of the Treasury; (7) Water Resources Coun-
cil; (8) Atomic Energy Commission; (9)
Office of Management and Budget; (10) Na-
tiongal Associstion of Metal Finishers; (11)
Metal Finishers Suppliers Association; (12)
American Electroplating Soclety; (13) In-
stitute of Printed Circuits; (14) Alberts
Plating Works, Inc.; (15) American Hot Dip
Galvanizers; (16) - American Soclety of
Mechgnical Engineers; (17) Hudson Rliver
Sloop Restoration, Inc.; (18) The Conserva-
tion Foundation; (19) Environmental De-
fense Fund, Inc.; (20) Natural Resources

. Defense Council; (21) The American Soclety

of Civil Engineers; (22) Water Pollution Cqn-
trol Federation; (23) National Wildlife Fed-
eration; (24) American Institute of Chemical
Engineers; (25) New England Interstate Wa=
ter Pollution Control Commission.

The following responded with comments
following publication of the Phase I and
Phase II regulations: California State Water
Resourdes Control Board; Delaware River
Basin Commission; State of New York De-
partment of Environmental Conservation;
Commonwealth of Kentucky Department of
Natural Resources and Environmental Pro-
tection; State of.Ohlo Environmental Pro-
tection Agency; The Commonwealth of Mas-
sachusetts Water Resources Commission;
State of Michigan Department of Natural
Resources; State of Georgia Department of,
Natural Resources; Cify of Philadelphia;
Colorado Department of . Public Heszlth;
Municipality of-Metropolitan Seattle; Dallas
Water Utilities; State of Connecticut Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection; Depart-
ment of Commerce; Department of Defense;
Department of Health, Education and Wel-
fare; United States Department of the In-
terior; API Industries; State of Nebraska;
State of Wisconsin; State of Virginia; State

" -of North Caroliria; State of Illinols; State of

Indiana; Izaak Walton League of America-
Environmental Resources Defense Council;
General Electric; Ford Motor Company;
Hewlett Packard; R. ©. Hull and Company;
MacDermid, Inc; Institute of Printed Cir- °
cuits; Ealamus and Assoclates, Inc.; Ber-
linger Plating, Inc.; Chromium Inc.; Honey-
well; Alco Cad-Nickel Plating Corporation;
Frank G. Pallard and Assoclates; Tri-Coun-
try Hard Chrome, Inc.; National Assocla-
tion of Metal Finishers; Bell and Howell;
Western Electric; Digital Equipment Cor-
poration; The Plate-All Metal Company;
American Electroplaters’ Society, Inc.; Metal
Finishing Suppliers Association, Inc.; Barn-
ard and Maybeck; Hay Company; Harshaw
Chemical Company; Alcoa Company; Fred-
erich Gumm Chemical Company; Scientific
Control Laboratories; Milwaukee Plating

Company; Raytheon Company; GTE Syl-
vania; Eastma.n Kodak Company; Chrome-
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Rite Company; Graham Plating: Welch
Allyn; Bendix Corporation; Gould Corpora-
tion; H.I.G., Incorporated; Luster-On Prod-
ucts, Inc.; The Ansul Company; Olin Brass;
Fhoto-Chemical Machining Institute; Whirl-
pool Corporation; Reynolds Metals Company;
Nonet-Monocraft; American Iron and Steel
Institute; Optic—Gage, Inc.; Sperry Univac;
Teledyne CAE; Andes, Inc,; Baker Brothers;
Rockwell International; Industrial Filter and
Pump Manufacturing Company; Rogers Cor-
poration; Contrel Data Corporation; NRC
Corporation; Litton Industry; C. E. Mange
Development Laboratory; Platers Supply
Company; Sybran Corporation; Van DerHorst
Corporation of America; Pratt and Whitney
Division of United Alrcraft; Columbus In-
dustrial Association; Keeler Brass Company;
Lancy Laboratories; Afasters-Electroplating
Association; Association of Home Appllance
Manufacturers; Oxy dfetal Finishing Cor-
poration; E. I. DuPont de Nemours, Inc.;
Electronlc Industries Assoclation; TRW, Inc.;
Burndy Corporation; Jamestown Electroplat-
ing Works, Inc.; Douglas and Lomason Come
pany; Revere Copper and Bracs, Inc.; Sargent
and Company; AMP, Inc.; Products Finizh-
ing; Wald Manufacturing Company; United
States Water Resources Councll; 8. XK. Wil-
Hams Company; Manufacturing Jewelers and
Sllversmith of erlca, Inc.; True Temper
Corporation; Te Instruments, Inc; Ca-
terpiilar Tractor Company; BASF Wyandotte
Corporation; Lea~Ronal, Inc.; Automatic
Plating Corporation; American Institute of
Chemical Engineers; Alrcraft Radio and
Control. -

‘The major issues ralsed by commenters
during the development of these regulations
and the subsequent resolution of these issues
are as follows: -

1. Numerous commenters questioned the
need for pretreatment except in cases where
the POTW {alls to meet its permit Hmits,

By requiring pretreatment only when
POTW permit conditlons are violated, the
Agency would be ignoring serlous pollutant
problems. Incompatible toxic pollutants in-
troduced into o POTW by an industrial ucer
may pass through the POTW gubstantially
untreated into the recelving water without
causing the POTW to violate itz BOD, TES,
or pH permit limitations, Pass-through of
toxic pollutants can result in sccumulations
in recelving water sediments with subsequent
damage to bhenthlc biota, bleaccumulations
of toxlc pollutants to uncceeptable levels in
fish, and other water quality problems.

The Agency believes that the requirements
for industrial users of POTW establizhed
pursuant to section 307 (b) and (¢) of the
Act and the standards for POTW pursuant to
sectlons 301 nnd 304 are separate require-
ments designed to0 be achieved concurrently.
The pollutant parameters governed by the
present standards pass through or interfere
with the operation of POTW. These stand-
ands, accordingly, opply whether or not a
particular POTW {5 already in compliance
with secondary treatment standards or other
limitations established in its permit. Con-
versely, o POTW must comply with applicable
standards and limitations even though in-
dustries discharging to it have not met pre-
treatment standards.

2. Many commenters stated that the pre-
treatment Iimitations should be expressed in
terms of concentration rather than as mass
limitations. /

The limitations specified in this tlon
are exgressed in terms of concentration al-
though’optional mass-based lmitations may
be developed Inter which will allow local en-
forcement authorities to chooso between the
two. The Agency has decided to uce concen-
tration limits in this regulation because of
the ease of enforeing such limits and because
of the need to implement the pretreatment

Pl
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program as quickly as possible. However, di-
Iution may be a problem in some instances.
Where diluticn is encountered and Is of con~
cern, local authorities shounld consider the
need for prohibitions an dilution, inspection
of pretreatment and Industrial facilities and
enforcement, of mass Hmitations.

3. Numerical lmitations different than
thozo established by this regulation were
propoced by come commenters. The coms-
ments focused on the technlical feasibility of
attaining certain lmitations by means of
glven treatment technologies. The comments
alco focused on the economic impact of
establishing various levels of standards.

The standards cet forth in these regula~
tlons are baced on a careful assessment by
the Agency of data eoncerning the levels of
control which can be attained by use of
avaflable treatment technologies. lrata sup-
plied by the commenters as well as data col-
lected by the Agency was used in developing
the standards. Purthermore, the Agency has
given careful attention to the possible eco~
nomic impact of cstablishing various stand.
ards. As discucced elsewhere in the preamble,
the decision to develop regulations in two
stages Is closely related to the Agency's
efforts to fully consider the economlie situa-
tion of different cegments of the industry in
establishing pretreatment standards. The
formulation of the prezent standards is
dezeribzd in more detail in Appendix A.

Part 413, Chapter I, Subchapter N,
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions is amended as follows:

Subpart A—Electroplating Point Source
Category
Subpart A, § 413.11 is amended by re-
vising paragraph (d) and adding para-
graphs (e), (f), and (g) as follows:
§413.11 Specialized definitions.

L ]

» - L d

(d) The term “CINNA"” shall mean cya-
nide amenable to chlorination.

(e) The term “CN,T* shall mean
cyanide, total.

() The term “Cr,VI” shall mean hexa-
valent chromium.

(z) The ferm “electroplating process
waste water” shall mean process waste
water generated in operations which are
subject to rezulations for the electro-
plating point source category.

Subpart A is amended by adding
§ 413.14 as follows:

§413.14 Pretreatment standards for ex-
isting sources.

For the purpose of establishing pre-
treatment standards under-section 307
(b) of the Act for a source within the
electroplating of common metals sub-
category, the provisions of Part 128 of
this chapter shall not apply. The pre-
treatment standards for an existing
source within the electroplating of com-
mon metals subcategory are set forth
below. -

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop-
erty) introduced into a, publicly owned
treatment works shall inferfere with the
operation or performance of the works.
Specifically, the following wasfes shall
not be introduced into the publicly owned
treatment works:

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or
explosion hazard in the publicly owned
treatment works. .

-
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(2) Pollutants which will cause cor-
rosive structural damage to treatment
works, but in no case pollutants with a
pH lower than 5 unless the works is
dezslgned to accommodate such pollut-

an

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in
amounts which would cause obstruction
to the flow in sewers, or other inter-
ference with the proper operation of the
publicly owned treatment works.

(4) Pollutants at either a hydraulic
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which is
excessive over relatively short time pe-
riods so that there is a treatment process
upset and subsequent loss of treatment
efficiency.

(b). In addition to the general pro-
hibitions set forth in paragraph (a) of
this section, the following pretreatment
standards establish the quality or quan-~
tity of pollutants or pollutant properties
controlled by this section which may be
Introduced into a publicly owned treat-
ment works by a source subject to the
provisions of this subpart.

(1) For plants discharging less than
40,000 gallons per day of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply: s

Pretreatment standard

Pollutantor
pollutant property Msaximum for
any 1day

Average of daily
values for 30
consecutive days
- shall not exceed—

Milligrams per liter -

0.20 0.08

CN, A.

(2) For pla.nts discharging 40,000 gal-
lons per day or more of electroplatmg
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply:

Pretreatment standard

Pollutant or
pollutant property

Average of daily
values for 30
consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Maximum for .
any 1 day

Milligrams per liter

Subpart B—Electroplating of Precious
Metals Stibcategory

Subpart B, § 413.21 is amended by re-
vising paragraph (d) and adding para-
graphs (e), (£), and (g) as follows:

§ 413.21 Specialized definitions.

* * * . » *

(d) The term “CN,A” shall mean
cyanide amenable to chlorination.

(e) The term “CN,T” shall mean
cyanide, total. -

(f) The term “Cr,VI” shall mean hex-
avalent chromium.,

(g) The term “electroplating process
waste water” shall mean process waste

- water generated in operations which are

subject to regulations for the electroplat-
ing point source category. .

Subpart B is amended by adding
§ 413.24 as follows:
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§413.24 Pretreatment standards for ;:x-
isting sources.

For the purpose of establishing pre-
treatment standards under Section 307
(b) of the Act for a source within the
electroplating of precious metals sub-
category, the provisions of Part 128 of
this chapter shall not apply. The pre-
treatment - standards for an existing
source within the electroplating of pre-
cious metals subcategory are set forth-
below: -

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop-
erty) introduced into a publicly owned
treatment works shall interfere with the
operation or performance of the works.
Specifically, the following wastes shall
not be introduced into the publicly
owned treatment works: .

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or
explosion hazard in the publicly owned
treatment works.

(2) Pollutants which will cause corro-
sive structural damage to treatment
works, but in no case pollutants with a
PH lower than 5, unless the works is de-
signed to accommodate such pollutants.

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in
amounts- which would cause obstruction
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer-
ence with the proper operation of the
publicly owned treatment works.

(4) Pollutants at either a hydraulic
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which is
excessive over relatively short time pe-
riods so that there is a treatment process
upset and subsequent loss of treatment
efficiency.

(b) In addition to the general prohi-
bitions set forth in paragraph (a) of this
section, the following - pretreatment
standards establish the quality or quan-

tity of pollutants or pollutant properties
controlled by this section which may be
introduced into a publicly owned treat-
ment works by a source subject to the
provisions of this subpart.

(1) For plants discharging less than
40,000 gallons per day of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply

Pretreatment standard

Average of daily
values for 30
consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Pollutant or
pollutant property Maximum for
any 1 day

Milligrams per liter

0.20 0.08

CN, A Vi

-~

(2) For plants discharging 40,000 gal-
lons per day or more of electroplating
process waste water the following limifa-
tions shall apply:

. Pretreatment standard
Pollutant or Average of daily
pollutant property Maxzimum for values for 30
any 1day - consecutive days
shall not ‘exceed—=
Milligrams per liter
CN, A 0.20... o8
CN. T 0. 64. 0.24
cr, V1 0.25 -0.09
pr ................. Within the range. .cccaeeeocaae-.
) 7.5 10'10.0.

Subpart D—Anodizing Subcategory

Subpart D, § 413.41 is amended by re-
vising paragraph (d) and adding parae-
graphs (e), (f), and (g) as follows:

§ 413.41 Specialized definitions.

. . . . .

(@) The term “CN,A” shall mean cya-
nide amendable to chlorination.

(e) 'The term “CN,T” shall mean cya~
nide, total.

(f) The term “Cr,VI” shall mean hex=
avalent chromium.,

(g) The term “electroplating process
waste water” shall mean process waste
water generated in operations which are
subject to regulations for the electro-«

-plating point source category.

Subpart D is amended by adding sec-
tion 413.44 as follows:

§413.44 Pretreatment standards for ex-
lsung sOUrces.

For the purpose of establishmg pro-
treatment standards under section 307
(b) of the Act for a source within the
anodizing subcategory, the provisions of
Part 128 of this chapter shall not apply.
The pretreatment standards for an ex-
isting source within the anodizing sub«
category are set forth below.

(a) No pollutant (or pollitant proper-
ty) introduced into a publicly owned
treatment works shall interfere with the
operation or performance of the works.
Specifically, the following wastes shall
not be introduced ‘into the publicly
owned treatment works:

(1) Pollutants which create o fire or °
explosion hazard in the publicly owned
treatment works.

(2) Pollutants which will cause corro-
sive structural damage to treatment
works, but in no case pollutants with a
pH lower than 5, unless the works is de-
signed to accommodate stich pollutants,

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in
amounts which would cause obstruction
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer-
ence with the proper operation of the
publicly owned treatment works.

(4) Pollutants at either a hydraulic
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which
is excessive over relatively short time
periods so that there is a treatment proc~
ess upset and subsequent loss of treat-
ment efficiency.

(b) In addition to the general prohibi~
tions set forth in paragraph (a) of this
section, the following pretreatment
standards establish the quality or quan-
tity of pollutants or pollutant properties
controlléd by this section which may be
introduced info a publicly owned treat-
ment works by a source subject to the

. provisions of this subpart..

(1) For plants discharging less than
40,000 gallons per day of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply:

Pretreatment standard
- Pollutant or " Averagoof dnlly
pollutant property Maximum for values for 30
anylday  conscéutive days

shall not exceed-—

Milligrams per lter

CN, A-. 0.20. 0.08
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- (2) For plants dlschargmg 40,000 gal-
lons_ per day or more of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply:

~ Pretreatment standnrd
Pollutant or Average of daily
pollutant property Maximum for values for 30
anylday  consecutive da:
. all not —
Milligrams per liter
CN, A 0.20. 0.08
CN,T. O 64. 0.24
Cr, VilZ 0.09
PE Within the e
. range 7.5
10 10.0.

Subpart E—Coatings Subcategory

Subpart E, § 413.51 is amended by re-
vising paragraph (d) and adding para-
graphs (e), (), and (g) as follows:

§413.51 sp’eciauzed definitions.
- t 4 - % ®

(d) The term “CN,A” shall mean cy-
anide amenable to chlorination.

(e) The term “CN,T” shall mean cya-
nide, total.

(f) The term “Cr,VI” shall mean hexa~

valent chromium.

(g) The term “electroplating process
waste water” shall mean process waste
water generated in operations which are
subject to regulations for the electro-
plating point source category.

Subpart E is amended by addmg §413.-
54 as follows:

§ 413.54 Pretreatment standards for ex-
* isting sources.

For the purpose of establishing pre-
treatment standards under section 307
(b) of the Act for a source within the
coatings subcategory, the provisions of
Part 128 of this chapter shall not apply.
‘Fhe pretreatment standards for an exist-
ing source within the coatings subcate-
gory are set forth below.

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop-
erty) introduced into a publicly owned
treatment works shall interfere with the
operation or performance of the works.
Specifically, the following wastes shall
not be introduced into the publicly owned
treatment works:

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or
explosion hazard in the publicly owned
treatment works. -

" (2) Pollutants which will cause corro-
sive structural damage to treatment
works, buf in no case pollutants with a
pH lower than 5, unless the works is
designed to accommodate such pollut-
ants.

(3) Solid or- viscous pollutanis in
amounts which would cause obstruction
to the flow in sewers, or other inter-
ference with the proper operation of the
publicly owned treatment works.

(4) Pollutants at either a hydraulic
flow rate or poliutant flow rate which is
excessive over relatively short time
periods so that there.is a treatment
process upset and subsequent loss of
treatment efficiency.
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(b) In addition to the general prohibi-
tions set forth in paragraph (a) of this
section, the following pretreatment
standards establish the quality or quan-
tity of pollutants or pollutant properties
controlled hy this section which may be
introduced into a publicly owned treat-
ment works by a source subject to the
provisions of this subpart.

(1) For plants discharging less than
40,000 gallons per day of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply:

Pretreatment standard
Pollutant or Averege ef dally
pollutant property  Maximum for values for 30
anylday  eencoeutive da
shall not excen

Milligrams per liter

(07 V. UPURIINY ; ... | U - 0.08

(2) For plants discharging 40,000 gal-
lons per'day or more of electroplating
process waste water the following limi-
tations shall apply:

Pretreatment standard
Pollutant or Avercge ol dally
pollutant property  Maximum fsz valucs t*r.,:i
anyldoy  contecutiveds
=hall not excoed—
Milligrams per Uter
CN, A. 0.20. - o3
CN.T 0.6( 0.23
Cr, VI 023 - o
) 13 ¢ SO Within um ~~~~~~~~~
TANZO 7.5
to 10.0.

Subpart F—Chemical Etching and Milling
Subcategory

Subpart F, § 413.61 is amended by re-
vising paragraph (d) and adding para-
graphs (e), (f), and (g) as follows:

§ 413.61 Spccialized definitions.

» L L L Ed

(d) The term “CN,A” shall mean cya-
nide amenable to chlorination.

(e) The term “CN,T” shall mean cya-
nide, total.

(f) The term “Cr,VI” shall mean hex-
avalent chromium.

(g) The term “electroplating process
waste water” shall mean process waste
water generated in operations which are
subject to regulations for the electro-
plating point source category.

Subpart ¥ is amended by adding
§ 413.64 as follows:

§413.64 Preireatment standards for ex-
isting sources.

For the purpose of establishing pre-
treatment standards under section 307
.(b) of the Act for a source within the
-chemical etching and milling subcate-
gory, the provisions of Part 128 of this
chapter shall not apply. The pretreat-
ment standards for an existing source
within the chemical etching and milling
subcategory are set forth below.

133-—TUESDAY,
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(a) No pollutant (or poliutant prop-
erty) intreduced into a publicly owned
treatment works shall interfere with the -
operation or performance of the works.
Specifically, the following wastes shall
no$ be introduced into the publicly owned
treatment works:

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or
explosion hazord in the publicly owned
treatment works.

(2) Pollutants which will cause corro-
sive structural damage to treatment
works, but in no case pollutants with a
PH lower than 5.0, unless the works is
designed to accommodate such pollu-
tants.

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in
amounts which would cause obstruction
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer-
ence with the proper operation of the
publicly owned treatment works.

(4) Pollutants at either a hydraulic
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which is
excessive over relatively short time pe-
ricds so that there is a treafment proc-
ess upset and subsequent loss of treat-
ment efficlency.

(b) In addition to the general prohibi-
tions set forth in paragraph (a) of
this chapter, the following prefreatment
standards establish the quality or quan-
tity of pollutants or pollutant properties
controlled by this section which may be
Introduced into a publicly owned treat-
ment works by a source subject to the
provisions of this subpart.

(1) For plants discharging less than
40,000 gallons per day of electroplating
process waste water the following limifa-
tions shall apply:

Prelreatment standard
Avernzeof daily
valaes for 30

mﬂp?nu?-‘ : gzt Maximom o
atan 3

it anyl d:vj* consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Milllzrams per liter

CN,A . 0.20...% .08

(2) For plants discharging 40,000 gal-
lons per day or more of electroplating
pracess waste water the following Hmi-
tations shall apply:

Pretrestmuent standard
nl’alln!qna (24 Mot o Avegug cfdolly
ntant Food : o
» property any'lday cm cutive d:sys
Tiall not excedd—
Millfzrams per e
CN, A 029 0.3
C‘l T. 1373 0.2%
Cr. VI 0.25 0.09
PHe e Within tha [ —
ranzeT.gto

100.

40 CFR Part 413 is amended by adding
a new Subpart G as follows:
Subpart G—Electroless Flating

41370 Applcability; description of the
electroless plating subcategory.

P
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413.71 Specialized definitions.

4137241378 [Reserved]

413.714 Pretreatment standards for existing
sources.

AvuTHORITY: Sec, 307(b), Federal Water
Pollution Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C.
1261, 1317(b); 88 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L
92-500 (the Act).

Subpart G—Electroless Plating

§413.70 Applicability; description of
the electroless plating subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
electroless plating of a metallic layer on a
metallic or nonmetallic substrate.

§ 413.7Y Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviatjons and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “electroless plating” shall
mean the deposition of conductive ma-
terial from an autocatalytic plating solu-
tion without application of electrical
current.

(¢) The term “sq m” (“sq ft”) shall
mean the area plated expressed in square
meters (square feet),

(d) The term “operation” shall mean
any step in the electroless plate proc-
ess which is followed by a rinse and in

which a metal is deposited on a basis
madterial.

(e) The term “CN,A” shall mean
cyanide amenable to chlorination.

(f) The term “CN,T” shall mean
cyanide, total.

(g) the term “Cr, VI” shall mean hex-
avalent chromium.

(h) The term “electroplating process .

waste water” shall mean process waste
water generated in operations which are
subject to regulations for the electro-
plating point source category.

§ 413.72: [Reserved]
§413.73 [Reserved]

§ 413.74 Pretreatment
isting sources. :

For the purpose of establishing pre-
treatment standards under section 307
(b) of the Act for a source within the
electroless plating, subcategory, the pro-
visions of part 128 of this chapter shall
not apply. The pretreatment standards
for an existing source within the electro-
less plating subcategory are set .forth
below. .

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop-
erty) introduced into a publicly owned
treatment works shall interfere with the.
operation or performance of the works.
Specifically, the following wastes shall
not be introduced into the publicly owned
treatment works:

standards for ex-

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or

explosion hazard in the publicly owned
treatment works. .

(2) Pollufants which will cause cor-"
rosive structural damage to treatment
works, but in no case pollutants with a
PH lower than 5.0, unless the works is
designed to accommodate such pol-
lutants. | B .
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(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in
amounts which would -cause obstruction
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer-
ence with the proper operation of the
publicly owned treatment works.

(4) Pollutents at either a hydraulic
flow rate or pollutant rate which is ex-
cessive over relatively short time periods
so that there is a treatment process up-
set and subsequent loss of treatment ef-
ficiency. i :

(b) Inaddition to the general prohibi-
tions set forth in paragraph (a) of this
section, the following pretreatment
standards establish the quality or quan-

. tity of pollutants or pollutant properties

controlled by this section which may be
introduced into a publicly owned treat-
ment works by a source subject to the
provisions of this subpart.

(1) For plants discharging less than
40,000 gallons per day of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply: -

Pretreatment standard

Averago of daily
values for 30
consecutive days
shall not exceed—

Pollutant or
pollutant property Maximum for

any 1day

Milligrams per liter

(33 3 N 020 e mememenn “0.08

(2) For plants discharging 40,000 gal-
lons per day or more of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply:

Pretreatment standard
Pollutant or Average of dally
pollutant property Maximum for values for 30
- any 1day consecutive days
) shall not exceed—
Milligrams per liter
~CN, A 0. 20. 0.08
CN, T... 0.64 0.24
Cr, VI 0.25 0.09
PH e ee Withintherange weeceecccecacecanan
7.5t010.0.
- - Subpart H—Printed Circuit Board
Sec. :

413.80 Applicability; description of the
printed circuit board subcategory.
41381 Speciallzed definitions.
413.82-413.83 [Reserved].
413.84¢ Pretreatment standards for existing
; sources.

AUTHORITY —~Sec. 307(b), Federal Water
Pollution Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C.
1251, 1317(b) ); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L.,
92-500 (the Act). . .

Subpart H—Frinted Circuit Board

§413.80 Applicability; description of
the printed circuit board subcategory.

»The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to the manufacture of printed
circuit boards including all manufactur-
ing operations required or used to con-
vert an insulating substrate to a finished
printed circuit beard. The provisions set
forth in other subparts of this category
are not applicable to the manufacture of
printed circuit boards.

§413.81 Specialized definitions, _

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Exceptas provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart..

(b) The term “printed circuit board”
shall mean any insulating carrier which
has circuitry adhered thereto or encap-
sulated therein primarily for the pur-
pose of interconnecting electric and elec-.
tronic components.

(¢) The term “sq m” (“sq £t”) shall
mean the area of the printed circuit
board immersed in an aqueous process
bath.

(d) The term “operation’” shall mean
any step in the printed circuit board
manufacturing process wherein the
board is immersed in an aqueous process
bath which is followed by o rinse.

(e) The term “CN,A” shall mean cya-
nide amenable to ¢hlorination,

(f) The term “CN,T” shall mean cya-
nide, total. .

() The term “Cr, VI” shall mean hex-~
avalent chromium,

(h) The term “electroplating process
waste water” shall mean process wasto
water generated in operations which are
subject to regulations for the electroplat«
ing point source category.

§ 413.82 [Reserved]
§413.83  [Reserved]

§ 413.84 Pretreatment standards for ox-
isting sources.

For the purpose of establishing pre-
treatment standards under section 307
(b) of the Act for a source within the
printed circuit board subcategory, the
provisions of Part 128 of this chapter
shall not apply. The pretreatment stand-
ards for an existing source within the

- printed circuit board subcategory aro

set forth below.

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop-
erty) introduced into a publicly owned
treatment works shall interfere with the
operation or performance of the works,
Specifically, the following wastes shall
not be introduced into the publicly owned
treatment works:

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or
explosion hazard in the publicly owned
treatment works. :

(2) Pollutants which will cause corro-
sive structural damage to treatment
works, but in no case pollutants with «
pH lower than 5.0, unless the works is de«
signed to accommodate such pollutants.

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in
amounts which would cause obstruction
to the_flow in sewers, or other interfer-
ence with the proper operation of the
publicly owned treatment works,

(4) Pollutants at etther a hydraulic
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which is
excessive over relatively short time pe-
riods so that there is a treatment process
upset and subsequent loss of treatment
efficiency.

(b) In addition to the general prohibi-
tions set forth in paragraph (a) of this
section, the following pretreatment
standards establish the quality or quan-
tity of pollutants or pollutant properties
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controlled by this section which may be
~ introduced into a.publicly owned treat-
ment works by a source subject to the
provisions of this subpart.

(1) For plants discharging less than
40,000 gallons per day of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply: N

Pretreatment standard

Avergge of daily
pollutant property  Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
s shall not exceed—

Pollutant or

Milligrams per liter

CN, A . 0.20 0.03

£2) For plants discharging 40,000 gal-
lons per day or more of electroplating
process waste water the following limita-
tions shall apply:

Pret:eahngnt standard
Pollutant or } Average of dally
pollutant property  Maxishum for values for 30
A any 1 day consecutive days
. shall not exceed-—
" Milligrams per liter
CN, A 0.20 0.03
CN, T 0.64 - 0,24
T o
R, - ¥ | 8 8 oo eceeeee, -
e 7.5 t0 10.0. -

[FR Doc.77-19823 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[FRI: 755-2] )

PART 436—MINERAL MINING AND
-PROCESSING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Final Rule Making

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: These regulations limit the
discharge of pollutants into navigable
waters from existing crushed stone, con-
struction sand and gravel, industrial
sand, phosphate rock and mining oper-
atlens. The Federal Water Pollution
Control Act requires these regulations
to be issued. These limitations will be in-
corporated in National Pollutant Dis-
charge Elimination System (NPDES)
permits issued by the Federal EPA or by
States with approved programs. The ef-
fect of these regulations will be to re-
quire treatment of waste water dis-
charged from the above types of opera-
tions in the mineral mining industry.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 11, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT: -

Harold B. Coughlin, Effuent Guide-
lines Division (WH-552), Environ-

mental. Protection Agency, 401 M -

Street, SW., Washington,

D.C. 20460,
202-426-2560. -
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
BACKGROUND

On October 16, 1975 (40 FR 48652),
and June 10, 1976 (41 FR 23552), EPA
promulgated interim final efiuent limi-
tations based on the application of “best
practicable control technology currently
available” (BPT) for 40 CFR Part 436—
Mineral Mining and Processing Point
Source Category. On June 10, 1976, the
Agency also proposed effiuent limitations
based on the application of “best avail-
able technology economically achleva-
ble” (BAT) and standards of perform-

.ance and pretreatment standords for
new sources (41 FR 23561). The final
regulations set forth below amend the
June 10, 1976 interim final regulations,
and will be applicable to existing point
sources for the crushed stone subcate-
gory (Subpart B), the construction sand
and gravel subcategory (Subpart C), the
industrial sand subcategory (Subpart D),
and the phosphate rock subcategory
(Subpart R).

The Agency is not promulgating pre-
treatment standards for existing sources
or finalizing the pretreatment standards
for new sources which were proposed in
the June 10, 1976 interim final regula-
tions because there are,no known situa-
tions in which such standards would be
applicable. Should information become
available which indicates there is a need
for such standards, then regulations will
be issued. The regulations based uvon
best avallable technology economically
achievable (BAT) and new source per-
formance standards (NSPS) whjch were
proposed on June 10, 1878 are also not
being promulgated at this time because
the Agency is currently reviewing the
regulatory approach which should be
taken in all mining categorles with re-
spect to BAT effiuent limitations and
new source performance standards.

LecarL AUTHORITY

- ‘These regulations are promulgated
pursuant to sections 301(b) and 304(b)
of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 1253, 1311
(b), 1314(b); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.: Pub.
L. 92-500) (the Act). Section 301(b) (1)
requires the attainment of efMiuent lim-
itations based on the application of “best
practicable control technology currently
available” (BPT) by July 1, 1977. Section
304(b) (1) provides for the promulgation
of such effluent limitations and specifies
the factors to be taken into account in
assessing BPT in compliance with sec-
tion 301(b) (1).

SUMMARY AND BASIS OF REGULATIONS

Effluent limitations are established in
these regulations for total suspended
solids (TSS) and pH. The regulations
govern discharges of process generated
waste water pollutants and discharges of
mine dewatering pollutants by existing
sources in all four subcategories listed
above.

The best practicable control tech-
nology currently available for control-

- s
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ling the discharge of process generated
waste water pollutants includes recycle
of waste water for use in processing. In
addition, excess process water and mine
water can be treated prior to discharge
by settling and, if necessary, occasional
use of flocculation. Available technol-
ogles are discussed in detafl in Appendix
A. As In all other mining categories, the
limitations for these four subcategories
are applied on a concentration basis
(mg/1) rather than a mass basis (Ibs/ton
of product) (except for industrial sand
operations using hydrogen flotation), be-
cause no correlation between water usage
and preoduction can be established. ‘The
method of analyses for all parameters
shall conform to the methods specified in
“Guidelines Establishing Test Pro-
cedures for the Analysis of Pollutants,”
40 CFR Part 136, published in 41 FR
52780 (December 1, 1976).

Additionzl waste water pollutants
which may be present in some instances
are asbestos fibers, radium 226, and
phosphates. Control of total suspended
solids will have the effect of controlling
these pollutants to some extent. Existing
treatment systems are not generally de-
signed to specifically remove these pol-
lutants, and additional treatment of
these pollutants will not be practicable
for most operations. Consequently, spe-
cific imitations for these pollutants are
not established at’this time. The permit
issuing authority could, however, impose
specific limitations on such pollutants on
& case-by-case basis, if practicable tech-
nology were nevertheless shown to be
available in the particular instance. Fur-
thermore, the permit must, of course, in-
clude any additional limitations on such
pollutants which are necessary to meet
applicable water quality standards.

A report entitled “Development Docu-
ment for Interim Final Efiuent Limita-
tions Guldelines and New Source Per-
formance Standards for the Mineral
Mining and Processing Point Source
Category” was Issued at the time that
the interim final BPT regulations for the
four subcategories listed above were pub-
lished on June-10, 1976. A supplementary
report on the possible economic effects
of the regulations was also issued at that
time. Comments on both reports were
solicited by the Agency.

After the interim regulations were is-
sued, the Agency collected and analyzed
additional data on the four subcategories
which are subject to these final regula-
tions. A report entitled “Development
Document for Final Effuent Limitations
Guidelines and New Source Performance
Standards for the Mineral Mining and
Processing Point Source Category” de-
tails the analyses undertaken in support
of the final regulation set forth here. A
supplementary analysis on the possible
economic effects of the final regulations
has also been prepared. Coples of both
reports are available for inspection at the
EPA Public Information Reference Unit,
Room 2922 (EPA Library), Waterside
Mall, 401 M St., SW., Washington, D.C.,
at all EPA regional offices, and at State
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water pollution control offices. Copies of
both documents are being sent to per-
sons or institutions affected by the final

regulation or who have placed them--
selves on a mailing list for this purpose -

(see EPA’s Advance Notice of Public Re-
view Procedures, 38 FR 21202, August 6,
1973) . Further copies of the Development
Document will.ke available from the Su-
perintendent of Documents, Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402,
Copies of the economic analysis docu-
ment will be available through the Na-
tional Technical Information Service,
Springfield, Va. 22151.

The technical and economic analyses
undertaken in support of these regula-
tions are discussed in detail in Appendix
A to this preamble. Significant changes
which have heen made in the interim
final regulations are discussed below un-
der Summary of Major Changes.

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

At the time that interim final regula-
tions were issued, public comment on the
regulations was solicited. In addition, a
public meeting was held in Washington,
D.C. on December 2, 1976, to enable fur-
ther public participation. As a result of
comments received following publication
- of the interim final regulations and fur-
ther consideration by the Agency, the
limitations originally established have
been reevaluated. A summary of public
participation in this rulemaking, public
comments, and the Agency’s considera-
tion and response is contained in Appen-
dix B of this preamble.

SUMMARY OF MAJOR CHANGES-

As g result of the comments and infor-
mation which were received following
promulgation of the interim final regula-
tions, and as a result of additional study
by the Agency, a number of changes are
being made in the interim final regula-
tions.

The interim final regulations required
no discharge of process generated waste
water pollutants by operations in the
crushed stone subcategory, the construc-
tions sand and gravel subcategory, and
the industrial- sand subcategory. This
limitation was imposed on the grounds
that large numbers of operations cur-
rently recycle all water used in, process-
ing and have no continuous discharge
of process generated waste water pollut-
ants. However, it is apparént that a num-
ber of the facilities which currently re-
cycle experience occasional discharges

. due to natural occurrences, such as rain-
fall or seepage. Consequently, the regu-
lations have been changed to allow a
limited discharge of process generated
waste water pollutants.from operations
which recycle water for processing, al-
though systems which do not recycle
process water will remain subject to a
no discharge requirement. These limita-
tions continue to be based on the
Agency’s view that the best practicable
control technology currently gvailable for
these industries includes recycling of
process water.

The interim final regulations would
have required the crushed stone industry

to treat mine water and process water in
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separate treatment $ystems in order to
discharge mine water. Under the new
regulations.for the crushed stone, indus-
trial sand, and construction sand and
gravel subcategories, a facility which re~
cycles process water may discharge from
a treatment system in which process
water and mine water are commingled.
Facilities which do not recycle process
water may not Wischarge from such a
combined treatment system, since all dis~
charges from the system are subject to
the limitations” on process generated
waste water pollutants. .

The limitations .on total suspended
solids (TSS) in both mine dewatering
and process water discharges have also
been changed for the crushed stone, con-
struction sand and gravel, and industrial
sand subcategories. The limitations for
these subcategories now include an aver-
age limitation for thirty consecutive days
of 25 mg/1 for TSS. The daily maximum
limitation has been increased from 30
mg/1 to 45 mg/l. These changes were
made because additional data collected
since the promulgation of the interim
final regulations indicated that the day-
to-day variations in discharges from in-
dividual operations were greater than
initially found, and because the addi-
tional inférmation collected provided the
broader data base necessary for- formu-
lating a monthly average limitation.

‘The mine dewatering definition for
these three subcategories has also been
changed to indicate that only "water
which has collected or been impounded
in the mine and is removed through the
efforts of the mine operator will be sub~
ject to the limitations on mine dewater-
ing discharges. This change clarifies the
Agency’s intentions regarding discharges
of storm water runoff. Discharges due to
storm water runoff are subject to the
limitations imposed in these regulations
for process water or mine water pollut-
ants only if the runoff enters the treat-
ment systems for process water or mine
water. Storm water which does not enter
a treatment system is not covered by this
regulation. Storm water can be kept out
of treatment systems by use of berms
or storm water diversion ditching.

The process water limitations for the
phosphate rock subcategory have also
been changed. The inferim final regula-
tions” imposed a no discharge require-
ment on’ process generated waste water
pollutants in ore transport water, pump
seal water, air scrubber water and ore
wash water. These types of water can be
recycled. Pollutants in waste water from
the flotation processes of this industry,
by contrast, were not subject to a no dis-
charge requirement because recycling
waste water in the flotation circuit
causes loss in recovery. The regulations
further provided for monitoring of dis-
charges when the various waste, water
streams were commingled. The Agency
concluded that these regulations, while
reasonable, ‘created excessively complex

-enforcement problems. Waste water

streams are often combined within the
plant and cannot be separated without
expensive rearrangement of existing pip-
ing. Enforcement under the interim final
regulations would be difficult even if ex-

.

tensive site visits were carried oub unless
the waste streams were separated. Con-
sequently, & single set of limitations has
been imposed in the final regulation for
all waste streams. The effect of this
change is not expected to be significant,
since most of the facilitles covered are
already recycling process water to the
extent possible.

The TSS limitations for the phosphate
rock subcategory have been reevaluated
in the light of comments and additional
data received, but they have not been
changed. Several commenters suggested
that the limitations should be more
stringent. It was suggested that data
submitted with the comments support
more stringent limitations, In the
Agency’s judgment, more stringent limi-
tations are not warranted. -First, the
commenters excluded from the data base
certain plants with high TSS values in
their discharges. The high TSS values
were said to be due to algae growth re-
sulting from high phosphorus levely in
the plants’ intake water. The contami-
nation of the intake water was said to be
caused by upstream fertilizer-chemical
plants. The Agency does not agree that
the high TSS levels found should be ex«
cluded from the data base on the grounds
suggested. Many plants experience high
rates-of algae growth In thelr settling
ponds either because of the nature of the
intake water, or for other reasons, such
as the presence of nitrogen in the waste -
water (ammonia is used as s processing
reagent), the warm temperatures in
southern regions, or the shallowness of
the pond. The age of the pond also ap-
pears to be an important factor. While
new treatment ponds in this industry ex«
perience relatively low algae growth,
they gradually become eutrophic, and
the TSS levels in the discharges increase.
Volatile suspended solids then comptise
the majority of the TSS discharged, as
many of the samples which were taken
indicate. Consequently, the Agency feels
that the operations excluded by the com-
menters from the data base should be
considered in assessing BPT and in
effluent limitations that can be attained
by using such technology.

Secondly, the Agency believes that
more stringent limitations would force
many of the plants in this industry to use
groundwater rather than surface water
for processing in order to-prevent algne
growth in the treatment system that is
caused by upstream contamination of in-
take water. The commenters have failed
to address the serious groundwater da«
pletion problems in the part of Floridn
where most of the mines are located, and
which would be seriously aggravated if
more stringent limitations on TSS were
imposed on the industry. At the present
time, therefore, the Agency does not be-
lieve that the costs to this industry of
converting to alternative water sources
would be justified, particularly in the
light of the environmental harm that
would be caused by further depletion of
groundwater. However, the Agency algo
believes that the quality of river water
used for processing will improve as up-
stream chemical plants achieve effluent
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limitations imposed in their permits.
Limitations for phosphate rock opera-
tions may therefore need to be reevalu-
ated at a later date under section '301(qQ)
of the Act if TSS discharges are reduced
as a result of.cleaner intake water.

EcoNOMIC ANALYSES

The capital cost for industry to com-
ply with these regulations is estimated
to be approximately $25 million. The an-
nualized cost of complying (which in-
cludes amortization, operating and

‘maintenance expense) is approximately
$10.4 million. No significant economic
impacts on the phosphate and industrial
sand categories are anticipated. Of the
crushed stone industry’s 4800 plants, ap-
proximately 78 will switch from selling
wet processed to dry processed stone,
and perhaps 35 small operations in met-
ropolitan areas may close, with an asso-
ciated loss of 60 johs. Depending upon
local market conditions, prices could re-
main stable or increase by up to eight
percent. For sand and gravel, perhaps
26 out of 5150 operations may close, with
an attendant loss of up to 86 jobs. Prices
may increase about $0.04 per ton (2.5%)
in Iarge markets and by up to 10 percent
in small metropolitan or rural markets.
In both the crushed stone and sand and
gravel categories, it is expected that.
more closures would occur in large met-
ropolitan areas and therefore not have
significant community effects. .

The costs and resultant economic im-
pacts of the regulations are more fully
discussed in Appendix A to this pream-
ble and are substantially detailed in the
economic analysis document. The En-
vironmental Protection Agency has de-
termined that this régulation does not
require preparation of an Economic Im-
pact Analysis under Executive Orders
11821 and 11949 and OMB Circular A-~
107. However, the economic analysis pre-
pared in support of this regulation ful-
fills the requirements of these Executive
Orders and Circular A-107. -

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Loans

Section 8 of the FWPCA authorizes
the Small Business Administration,
through its economic disaster loan pro-
gram, to make loans to assist any small
business concerns in effecting additions
to or alterations in their equipment, fa-
cilities, or methods of operation so as to
meéet water pollution -control require-
ments under the FWPCA4, if the concern
is likely to suffer a substantial economic
injury without such assistance.

For further details on this Federal
loan program write to EPA, Office of
Analysis and Evaluation, WH-586, 401 M
St. SW., Washington, D.C. 20460.

In consideration of the foregoing, 40
CFR Part 436 is hereby amended as set
forth below.

- Dated: June 27, 1977.

BarBArRA BLun,
- deling Administrator.
APPENDIX A—TECHNICAL SUMAIARY AND
Basts FOR REGULATIONS

This Appendix summarizes thé basis of
final effluent limitations guidelines for ex-
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isting sources to be achieved by the sppll-
cation of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently avatinble.

(1) General methodology. The cfiuent
limitations guidelines set forth herein were
developed in the following manner: The
polnt source category was first studied for
the purpose of determining whether sepa~
rate limitations ar¢ approprinte for different
segments within the category. This analysls
included o determination of whether differ-
ences In raw material used, product pro-
duced, manufacturing process employed, age,
slze, waste water constituents and other foce
tors require development of scparate limita-
tions for qifferent segments of the point
source category. The raw waste characteris-
tics for each such segment were then jdens
tified. This Included an analysis of the
source, flow and volume of water uced in the
process employed, the sources of waste and
waste waters in the operation and the con-
stituents of all waste water. The constitu~
ents of the waste waters which ghould be
subject to efuent limitations were Identified.

The control and trcatment technologles

.existing within each segment were identified.

This included an identification ot cach dis-
tinct control and treatment technology, in-
cluding both in-plant and end-of-process
technologles, which s exlstent or capable of
being designed for each gegment. It alco in-
cluded an {dentification of, in terms of the
amount of constituents and the chemlical,
physieal, and blologlenl characteristics of
pollutants, the effluent level resulting from
the application of each of the technologles.
The problems, limitations and reliabliity of
each treatment and control technology were
also identified. In addition, the nonwater
quality environmental impact, such as the
effects of the application of such technol-
ogles upon other pollution problems, includ.
ing alr, solld waste, nolse and radiation, were
identified. The energy requirements of each
control and treatment technology were de-
termined, as well as the cost of the appllca-
tion of such technologles. g

The Information, as outlined above, was
then evaluated in order to determine what
levels of technology constitute the “best prac-
ticable control technolegy currently avalle
able.” In identlfying such technologles, varl-
ous factors were consldered. These included
the total cost of application of the technology
in relation to the efluent reduction bene.
fits to be achieved from such application, the
age of equipment and facllities involved, the
process employed, the engineering aspects
of the application of varlous types of con-
trol techniques, process changes, nonwater
quality environmental impact (including
energy requirements) and other factors.

The data upon which the above analysls
‘was performed included EPA NPDES permit
applications, EPA NPDES permits, EPA
sampling and inspections, consultant re-
ports, and industry submissions.

(2) Summary of conclusions with respect

to the crushed stone subcategory (Subpart -

B), the construction sand and gravel sube
category (Subpart C), the industrial sand
subcategory (Subpart D) and the phesphate
rock subcategory (Subpart R) of the mineral
mining and processing point cource category.

(1) Categorization. For the purpose of
studying waste treatment and establishing
efiluent limitatfons quidelines and standards
of performance, the mineral mining and
processing category was divided into sub-
cateporles. These subcategorles consist of
specific mineral types or classes of minerals,
In addition, within each subcategory a deter-
mination was made svhether subparts re-
quired different efiuent limitations baced on
type of ore, method of ore transport, type
of processing, use of wet air emissions con-
trol devices, type of product, and ground
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water intrusion and runoff into the mine
and process waste water impoundments.

for the four commodities affected by the
present regulations, crushed stone; construc-
tion sand and gravel, industrial sand, and
phosphate rock, the processing techniques
were suficlently. different to form four sepa-~
rate gubcategories. Within each subcategory
conslderation wias glven to each of the types
of discharges given In the following list.

Crushed stone: dry processing discharges,
wet processing dlccharges, fiotation proc-
ezsing discharges, mine dewatering dis-
charges, area runoff (polnt source)
diccharges.

Construction sand and gravel: dry processing
diccharges; wet processing discharges;
dredging with land processing, dredging
water discharges, other process water dis-
charges; mine dewatering discharges; area
Tunoff (point cource) discharges.

Industrial cand: dry processing discharges;
wet procecsing discharges; acld and alkali
flotatlon discharges, acld feaching dis-
charges, hydrofiuoric actd (HF) fistation
diccharges; other process water discharges;
mine dewatering discharges; area runoff
{point cource) discharges.

Phocphote rock; flotatfon processing dis-
charges, other processing discharges, mine
dewatering dlscharges, area runoff (polnt
gource) dic 23
Upon completion of the technical and

economic analysis, it was concluded that
several types of process waste water dis-
charges within three subcategories should be
poverned by n slngle set of Umitations in
Hght of the feasibllity of achieving the same
Ievels of pollutants in the es. Hence,
discharges from dry, wet, and flotation proc-
essing of construction sand and gravel are
subject to the same set of limitations. Dis-
charges from dry and wet processing of con-
struction sand and gravel are similarly sub-
Ject to the same cet of imitations. Discharges
from dry, wet, and acld and alkall flotation
processing of industrial sand are also subject
to the same limitations. However, it was con-
cluded that es from acld leaching
and HF flotation in the industrial sand sub-
category should be considered separately due
o differences in the nature of the discharge.
Separate lmitations on process gemerated
waste water poliutants are established for
operations using HF flotation, but no na-
tional limitations are established at this time
for operations using acld leaching, due to
lack of adequate data.

Dredge water discharges from land-based
construction sand and gravel process plants
are not regulated at this time, Dredging and
on-board processing in navigable waters are
regulated by the Corps of Engineers pursuant
to section 404 of the Act and are not subject
to these regulations, Point source es
of area runoff are lkewise not covered in
this regulation unleszs the runoff enters proc-
€3 or mine dewatering waste water impound-
ments. .

{11) Waste characteristics. The known sig-
nificant pollutants and poliutant properties
in the four subcategories covered include pH
and total suspended sollds. Fluoride is pres—
ent in the process waste waters of gperations
in the industrial sand subcategory which use
HF flotation. In isolated cases asbestos~form
pollutants have heen found in the crushed
stone Industry, Fiuorlde, phosphate and ra-
dlum 226 exist in the waste waters from the
phosphata rock subcategory. «

(11t) Origin of waste water pollutants. The
cources of mine dewatering pollutants in-
clude surface runof of rain water into the
mine and mine water treatment systems,
ground water seepage and Infiltratfon into
the mine. The quantity of mine water dis-
charged 13 ejther unrelated or only indirectly
related to the mine production rate. &s in
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other mining categories, therefore, efiuent
limitations are expressed in terms of con-
centration rather than units of production.

Process generated waste water includes ore
transport water, ore and product wash water,
dust suppressfon water, classification water,
heavy media separation water, flotation wa-
ter, solution water, air emissions control
equipment water, and floor and equipment
wash down water. Where production could
be related to process water flow, the effiuent
limitations-are tied to the units of produc-
tion. In cases where uncontrolled volumes of
water, such as mine dewatering, are normally
mixed with process water or in cases where
process water flow cannot be related to the
rate of production, the efluent Iimitations
for process waste water are expressed in terms
of concentration.

(iv) Treatment and control technology.
Waste water treatment and control technol-
ogles have been studied for each subcategory
of the industry to determine what is the best
practicable control technology currently
available. The following discussion of treat-
ment technology provides the basis for the
eflluent limitations guidelines. This discus-
sion does not preclude the selection of other
waste water treatment alternatives which
provide equivalent or better levels of treat-
ment. -

{1) Treatment ior the crushed stone sub- .

category. Dry processing plants will usually
have no dischargé of process generated waste
water, .although water may be used, such as
for dust suppression. Water at wet process-
ing plants is used to wash the stone and
control dust. The waste water, if clarified in
a seftling pond, is wusually of sufficient
quality that it can be recirculated directly to
the process, and no discharge will be neces-
sary unless water from other sources enters
the treatment system. Similarly, at facilities
that use flotation, for instance, to obtain
calcite, the waste flotation water can be used
to wash the stone. Excess waste water from
the treatment iImpoundment may result from
precipitation or from surface runoff or be-

cause the mine water and process water are _

combined for treatment in one common
treatment system. Waste water from these
processes of the crushed stone industry in
excess of that amount of water which is
recycled for process water purposes may be
treated and discharged. Treatment for this
excess waste water consists of settling in one
or more settling ponds, and possible use of
flocculants. A serles of ponds Is recommended
in order to improve the settling eficiency and
allow for dredging of the primary pond
without having to discontinue recycle. The
use of flocculants in the secondary ponds is
sometimes practiced. For-land-based proces-
sors, particularly small plants, treatment
other than single settling ponds followed by
recycle may not be an'economically viable
technology. The. limitations, therefore, are
based on this technology. (Level C in the
Development Document.)

.Due to the nature of the hard rock mined’

in crushed stone quarries, water that collects
on the quarry floor is quite clear. This water
can originate from direct rainfall or ground
water seepage Iinto the quarry. It is poor
practice to allow surface runoff to enter the
quarry, and diversion ditches or berms can
prevent this. Quarry water is collected in a
low spot or sump, which is rarely designed
to efficiently remove suspended solids. From
this sump querry water is pumped to the
surface and discharged. This water is typical-
1y of excellent purity unless poor practices
are followed, such as positioning the pump
near the sump influent, or allowing mine
vehicles to drive through flooded areas.
Based on the available data on quarries, the
Agency has established TSS limitations of 45

\
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mg/l dally maximum and 25 mg/1 monthly
average. In Instances where the mine vwater
quality does not already meet these limita-
03 padierua oq ued dwns ayy ‘pPIINISUl
8q Tweo saopoead Suppusy I3rem I9939q ‘SROIR
provide adequate settiing time. The sump
pump can be positioned opposite the sump
influent. Pumping may be temporarily
stopped to allow the water to clear. In some
cases a settling pond at ground level can be
bullt to provide additional settling time
The intermiftent use of flocculants is a pos-
sible alternative. Treatment of mine water
in a common treatment system with process
water is another means of treatment. Recycle
of process water from & combined treatment
system must be pfacticed in order to dis-
charge from this combined treatment system.

_The process water discharge limitations

would then apply to the waste water dis-
charged.

(2) Treatment for the construction sand
and gravel subcategory. Water at wet process-
ing plants Is used for ore washing, dust sup-
pression, heavy media separation and
classification. As in the crushed stone sub-
category, process waste water can be recycled
after clarification in settling ponds.” Waste
water in excess of that amount of water
which is recycled for process water purposes
may be treated and discharged.

In dredged ponds that are not navigable
waters, process waste water is almost always
returned to the ponds untreated to maintain
the water level. Discharges from these ponds
to navigable waters do not normally occur.
Discharges from these ponds due to sub-
surface ground water intrusion are con-
sidered to be mine dewatering.

For dredging operations in navigable
waters, slurry water pumped ashore Is not
regulated at this time. Few facilities operate
in this mode. Land-based processing facllities
that do not slurry-transport from the dredge
can recycle process waste water as do other
land-based non-dredge operations.

‘The discussion of methods for controlling

the discharge of process generated waste
water pollutants set forth above in reference
to the crushed stone subcategory also applies
to the construction sand and gravel subcate~
gory. The limitations on. mine dewatering can
be met by the use of well designed and oper-
ated settling ponds. Intermittent use of floe-
culants may be necessary in a few cases, If
recycle of process waste water is practiced,
mine water may be combined with process.
water in a common treatment system. The
subsequent discharge ‘would be subject to
the limitations on process generated: waste
water pollutants.

(3) Treatment for the industrial sand sub-
category. This subcategory resembles the
construction sand and gravel subcategory
except that additional beneficiation is done.
The same technologies for recycling and set-
tling are used in this subcategory as in the
construction sand and gravel subcategory,
and the same discussion applies here. Certain
operations require fresh water make-up, but
the excess is usually lost through evaporation,
product drying and sludge disposal. Excess
water that cannot be recycled may be treated
and discharged. Treatment of this waste
water would usually consist of settling in
ponds and possible use of fiocculants. Clari-
fiers are used at some locations to increase
settling efficlency and to minimize the treat-
ment area. However, this latter technology Is
not. economically Yeasible for many plants.
‘Therefore the limitations are based on the
technology of settling and recycle (Level B
in the Development Document).

Sludge disposal can present problems if a
watershed is dammed and an excess of runoff
enters the sludge pond. This runoff can be
diverted around the impoundment and the

supernatant pond water returned to tho
process water system.

There is one plant that uses hydrofluorio
acid in the flotation circult. At the present
time this focllity is able to recycle about 60
percent of its process waste water. Total ro«
cycle is clalmed to hinder the HFP flotation
of feldspar. The dally maximum for total
suspended solids was based on data supplicd
by the plant.

Limited data were available for the cotd
leaching process; therefore, this process will
not be nationally regulated at this time,

Industrial sand mines are identical to sand
and gravel mines and the same reasoning for
the mine dewatering mitations applies.

(4) Treatment for the phosphate rock sub-
category. Control of discharges of process
generated waste water pollutants and mine
dewatering pollutants can bo achleved
through settling {n ponds. Recycling of water
for processing is also possible. While focllities
that practice flotation with aminés, fatty
acids and other reagents can practice only
partial recycle because concentrations of i«
purities which interfere with processing buitd
up in a total recirculation system, facllitics
that do not use flotation to process the ore,
and non-flotation unit operations within fio«
tation plants, are able to use recyclod wasto
water without using fresh make up water.

The present regulations limit TSS and pH,
Radium 226, phosphate, and fluoride are also
present in the waste water, but oxisting treat«
ment systems are generally not designod to
specifically remove these pollutants, and ad«
ditional treatment of these pollutants to
concentrations below present levels i3 not
Judged to be practicable for most operations, °

. However, control of total suspended solida

does effect control of radium 226 and phog«
phates. For the reasons set forth under Sume«
mary of Major Changes, the present rogulne
tlons do not specifically reflect the abllity of
most operations to achleve partial or total
recycle of process water. However, most opore
ations are already recycling process water to
the extent possible, particularly einco roe
cycling helps to minimize the ground water
depletion problems in parts of Florida whero
many of the operations are located.,

A statistical analysis of the long term
efftuent data from several facilities shows
that a total suspended solids concontration
of 30 mg/l can be met as a maximum
monthly average and 60 mg/l as a daily
maximum. As noted in the Dovelopmont
Document, several plents are meeoting theso
limitations. Those plants that do not achiovo
the standards all of the time can upgrade
thelr treatment systems by various mothods,
A number of poor practices were obsorved
during the study of this subcategory. Someo
plants are continulng to use their ponds bo«
yond their efficlent life. Theso operationy
should construct new treatment ponds. One
plant was observed to be fertilizing the inner
pond walls and excessive aquatic growth
apparently resulted which increased the total.
suspended sollds level. Such fertiltzation
should be stopped. Earthen ditches are fro-
quently used to convey the pond overflow to
the discharge point, and excessive flow rates
through these ditches were observed to roe
sult in erosion to the walls. Larger channely
with well compacted walls or concrete or pipe
conveyances: would minimize this problem.
The use of wooden boards in overflow towers
can result in significant leaks between the
boards from sub-surface levels of water In
the impoundments which have higher levels
of suspended solids. ’

() Overflow exemption. In all four sube
categorles, an allowance has been made for
the type of unregulated discharge from treat
ment facilitles which would be caused by
abnormal precipitation events. The best prace
ticable ¢ontrol’technology currently avallable

.
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1% that trestment systems be designed, con~
structed and maintained to contain or treat
the volume of waste water which would
result from & 10-year 24-hour precipiiation
event, If treatment systems ave properly de-
signed, constructed, and maintained 1o han-
die the Targer amounts of water entering the
system during such an event, then any over-
flow which ocours is exempt from the appli-~
cable Hmitatlons. :

(v) Cost estimales for comtrol of waste
water poliutants. ‘The costs estimated 1o re-
solt from the promulgated reguistions are
Hsted below. -

Capital  Annmsl
bt i
Croshed SN rmmmmmpmmememene S15,83L,000 86,941,000

Constraction sand and el % e 2,253,000
A i aon

(vi) Energy ‘reguirements and monwaler
quality environmentgl impocts. The ad-
ditional energy reguirements sre estimated
as follows:

ZiitHon
- Kilowatt
- per year
Minersl: . . hours
Crushed stoNe —mmrmemmme 149

Construction sand and gravel.. 2§.‘I

Industrial sa8%wmmmmn T
Phosphate rockem... o A3
Fotal 2139

These Agures are oversiated since the sav-
fngs in not pumping as much fresh water as
meke-up were not subtracted

The regolations will increase the smount
of solid wastes. However, most of the solid
wastes in these four subcal are inert
solids, No significant siudge dlspossl probe-
lems are anticipated,

(v} Feonomic fmpact analysis. 'The lm~
pact of these reguiations o phosphate min~
ng and sre nobt expected to he
significant. Prices may incresse sbout §0.11

- per tom, or less theh I percent over mid-
1974 levels of 51210 per ton. No plants are
expected to close, and the efflects on the
halance of trade will be minimal.

Depending wpon local market conditions,
prices for crushed stone could increase up
o elght percent. However, only about 18 per~
cent of production would be snbject to price
increases. Approzimately 78 oub of the 4800
crushed stone facilities will swiich from pro-
ducing both wet and dry 4 stone to

Lounly dry process production. & mazimum of
35 small facHities sccounting for 0.1 percent

. of the mational production and Tocated in

. metropolitan market aress may close, with
an sssocinted loss of 60 jobs. Becauss these
closures are expected to oscur in seatiered
metropolitan areas, no community Impacts
are antielpated.

The economic enslysis of the sand and
gravel industry indlieated that the only tech~
nology which Is economically vieble Is &
sem%g pond with recycle. More extensive
treatment, which involves sdditionsl
or fioceunlation, may be feasible for some
plants but is considered to bz economically
impracticsl In genersl, Tn particular, plants
which have no treatment at present and sre

" in & lsrge meiropolitan market will he un-
shle to install treatment In sddition to
settiing and recycle. Thergfore, the BPT Bml-~
tations are based on & technology of seftling
snd recycle. The price of sand snd gravel
may Increase from bebween $0.04 to §0.20 per
ton In small cities or rural aress. Up to 26
plsnts in msior metropolitan sress which

o
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nave to absorh control costs may elote. These
pldnts represent o tetal of 0.3 percent of the
present national production and ore o very
small praportion of the 5,150 operations in
the industry. The closures eonld result in
the loss of work for up to 83 porcons, but
ave not expected to affect Toenl economles,

The price of industriol sand i3 expected to
increase less than 1 percent over present
levels of about 05 to 87 per ton. Scttiing with
recycle is the technology on which the best
procticable technology guldelines are bosed.
Based upon this technolopy, no clesures org
predicted, and locnl economies, employment,
industry growth and the balonce of trode will
not be sigoificantly affected. Although
mechanical thickening Is judped toho o tech~
nically possible asHernative, §t Iz one which
will not be economiently feasible for most
plants and so Is not 6 technelozy upen which
these reguintions ore based.

APPENDIX B—SUMEIARY OF PUDLIC
PARTICIPATION

Frior to this publieation, mony ngeneled
and groups Hsted below were consulted and
given sn opportunity to participate in the
development of" effiuent lmitstions, guide-
Hues and standards proposed for the mineral
mining and processing eoategory. AN portiel-
pating sgencies have heen Informed of proj-
ect developments. An initinl draft of the Do~
velopment Dacument was sent to ol portict
pants and comments were solicited on that
report. A revised copy of the sbove report
entitled “Deovelopment Document for Interim
Finnl Effuent Limitations Guldelines and
New Source Performaonce Stondords for the
Mineral Alining and Precescing Industry
Paoint Source Category"” (June 1876} wag olso
distributed for comments, The Interim Finol
regulations were published In the Frornan
RecisTer on June 10, 1676, In addition to
the comments recelved on the sbove docu~
ments, o public comment meeting wos held
on . Pecember 2, 1976, In Woshington, D.C.
The following are the principal agencles and
groups consulted: (1} Efuent Standards ond
Water Quolity Information Advicory Com~
mittee (established under ecction 516 of tho
Act); (2) ol Stato and 7.8, Temitory Pollus
tion Contro}l Agencies; (3) the Oblo River
Valley Sanitation Commicsion; (4} the Doln-
wave River Basin Commirsion; (0} the New
England Interstate Water Paliution Control
Commission; (6} W.B. Deportment of Com-
meree; (7} WS, Deportment of the Interlor;
(8) V.S, Department of Defense; (8) WS
Department of Agviculture: (10} TL8 Deport~
ment of Trausporistion: (11} WS, Popart-~
ment of Health, Education and Welfore: (12)
V.8, Depurtment of Houzing and Urkan Do-
velopment; (13} U.8. Departraent of Treod-
ury: (14) Tenncsses Valley Authority; (16)
Councll of Environmental Quolity: (16} No~
tionsl Commisslon on Viotor Quallty: (17)
Federnl Power Commicslon; (18) Federnl En~
ergy Administration: (19} Office of Lfantge~
ment snd Budgat; (20) Intornnl Beovenuo
Service; (21) Nuclear Remulofory Commic-
ston; (22} The American Eoclety of Mechan~
feal Engineers; (23) the Concervation Foun~
dation: (24) Businestmen for the Public In~
terest; (25) Environmenfal Defense Fund,
Ine; (26} Natural Resources Defence Coun~
cil, Ine.; (27) The American Soclety of Civit
Engineers; (28) Yater Pollution Control
Federation; (29) National Widlfe Federg~
tlon; (30} Gypsum Actociation: (31) Indinnn
Limestons Instituto of Amerlen; (32} Marble
Institute of America; (33) Nationnl Crushed
Stone Ascocintion; (34) Notionol Iuduostrinl
Sand Associntion; {(36) Naotionn}l Limestone
Iostitute; (36) Naotlonsl Sand and Gravel
Association; (37) American Mining Congress
{38) Asbestos Informotion Aczociotion of
North Ameriea; (38) Barre Gronite Acsecln-
tiom (40) Brick Institute of America; (41)
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Bullding Stone Inctitute; (42) The Fertll-
fzer Ingtitute: (48} Floridn Limerock Insti~
tute; (44) Florlda Phosphate Counell; (45)
Korth Coroling Minerals Assaciation: (46)
North Carcling Sand, Grovel and Crushed
Stone Astociation; (47) TFortland Cement
Accachation; (48) The Refractories Instituter
(43} Sait Inctituter (60) Sorptive Lilnerals
Institute: (61) MNational Cloy Pipe Institute;

62} Natfopal Lime Association: (83) En~

vironmentol Protection Service, Cansda; (54)
Iaoufacturing Chemists Asszocfation: and
Georgln Acsocintion of REinersl Producing
Industries.

The following responded- with compents
on the intertm finn? requlntions: Aggregates
and Concrefe Accocistion of Northern Call~
fornis, Ineg ontes Producers Assoxia-
tton of Sonth Carclins, Ines Agrico Chem-
fenl Compony: Angele Tomaszo, Tnc; Arke-
hols Sond and Gravel Comvanyr Becker
Phoophote Corperction: Bufiele Slag Com-
pany. Ioc: RBethlehem Steel Corporations
Centrol Siiien Compony; C. F. Mining Cor~
poration; Conmecticut Crushed Stone Asso~
eintion: Dixle Exnd spd Gravel Company;
Evansville 2aterials, Ine: Forlor-Mldidle-
ercel, Ines The Fortilizer Institute; Florida
Deportment of Environmental Regulation:
Flerida Phosvhote Councll; Gordinder, Ines
Geomia Cruched Stone Acsociation; Georgls
Iorble Compoany; Grove Stone and Sand:
Bamry T. Comphell Sons” Compony: Bemph
Brothers, Inc: Idenl Basic Industries; D
nofs Acsastion of Acoregnte Produgers: In-
diana Mincral Arpregates Aszocintion. Ineg
Yoo Tdmestone Produeers Accociption. Inos
J. R. S8implot Compony; Eentucky Crushed
Btane Acnosintion, Incs Ichigh FPortiend
Cement Company: Martin Miorietta Cement;
Morcachusetts Crushed Stone Aszociafiong
Maorvlend Acrwegnte Associotfon, Ines Iiote-
rint Servicn Corparntion: Iizoourt Timestone
Predugers Acsodotion; Moncanto Industrial
Chemicals Compoany: Mulzer Cruched Sfone
Company: Iotionmd Cruched Stong Asstelne
tion: Iational Industrial Sond Associzdion;
Hattenal Limcstone Josiiinte, Ineg Wationol
Eond ond Gravel Arsociation; North Caroling
Agorecate Asciiation: Ohlo Agoregntes Ase
coziation: Owogon Concrete ond Aggrernte
Produeern Owens-Biinsts Ine; Fennsyivonin
Btone Producors Astaciation; Fhlllips Fetro-
lsum Compong: Forfland Cement Ascoola~
ton: Sorasata County, Flovids: Syift Agzle
evitwre Chomicnl Compony:  Tenntizse
Cruhed Stone Acsocintiom: Unbifed Stodes
Stcol  Corporotioms WS, Pepartment of
Health, Dducotion, ond Welfare; T.8. Deparf-
ment of the Intorior; U8, Encrgy Reseorch
ond Pavclopment Administration; Wiscon~
oin Popartment of Natural Besources; W, B.
Grose ond Compony- The more signifcont
Sones ralced ore discumsed below:

1. Soveral commenters in the erushed stone
todustry questloned the regquirement of no
dizcharpe of process generated vmste watsr
pollutonts beeanca this reguirement effec-
tively preciudes the discherpe of mine de-
wntering wagte wotor which Is comblned In
o common trentment with process
water. One commonter stated that the cosk
for poparating Tather thon combining the two
oot water cources would Be substontial.

As explained under Summary of Major
Changes, the regulntion now aliows o treated
diseborge of process gemerated woste water
poliutonts provided woste woter Is Feeycled
from the trectment systom for use as process
vinter. Since o dischorge from & combined
treatment system i3 subject 1o the process
water Mmitations, discharge of eommingled
waste woter from o combimed trentment
rystem i3 not preciuded a5 long 23 recycling
of waste water for processing is procticed.
Y7here recycle from process treniment sys-
tems 13 nok procticed, o no discharge Mmite~
tion would opply to process waste waler and
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other waste waters that are combined with
process water. -

2. Several commenters within the crushed
stone industry questioned the limitations
for mine dewatering. Some commenters sug-
gested a limitation for TSS of 30 mg/l as
a monthly average and 60 mg/l as a daily
maximum, Several commenters stated that
upset conditions may occur due to surface
runoff or because solids of softer rocks and
clay which may be mined have poor settling
characteristics. Several commenters felt
that the beneficial effect of limestone solids
were not taken into consideration when the
Agency determined the TSS limitation.

As indicated under Summary of Major

Changes, the Agency has revised the dally |

maximum and established a monthly aver-
age based on consideration of comments and
additional data.

Upset conditions can usually be avolded
by better water management practices.
Methods for preventing upset conditions in-
clude repositioning the sump pump opposite
the infiluent, allowing an adequate time for
the ,waste water to settle .without being
churned up by mining equipment, and other
water management practices. Providing ad-
ditional impoundment capacity to provide a
longer retention time for settling and inter-

mittent use of flocculants may be necessary.

for some operations in order to avoid upset
conditions.

The addition of limestone in the ionized
form of dissolved calclum carbonate may
have & beneficlal effect by mneutralizing
streams polluted by acid mine drainage.
However, hardness caused by dissolved cal-
cium carbonate and suspended solids may
also have a harmful effect on recelving wa-
ters. Under the provisions of the Act, lime-
stone sollds are considered pollutants and
are subject to repgulation. The limitations
are based on an assessment of available
treatment technology, not on an evaluation
of the water quality of individual receiving
streams. X

3. Several commenters stated that the
costs of treating mine dewatering were not
Included in evaluating the economic impact
on the crushed stone industry.

Costs for mine dewatering have been in-
cluded in the development document and
economic analysis. In most cases these costs
- are small (e.g. .$.009 per metric ton) com-~
pared to treatment costs for process water
(e.g. $.021 per ton) from wet process plants.
Adequate treatment usually can be achieved
in the mine at the sump. In many cases, the
mine water may also be treated with process
water in a commeon treatment system. How-
ever, the mine dewatering treatment cost
may be significant if flocculants are required.
Some small operators in metropolitan mar-
kets who would need flocculants and can-
not pass on costs may be forced to close.

4, Many commenters questioned the no
discharge requirement for process generated
waste water pollutants in the crushed stone

industry, the sand and gravel industry and.

the Industrial sand industry. Several com-
menters suggested allowing a discharge of
process water pollutants similar to the mine
dewatering limitations. One commenter
noted that some metal mining industry cate-
gorles are allowed a discharge and requested
that similar regulations be established for
thls industry. One commenter stated that
the no discharge requirement was unreason-
able for plants using mine dewatering waste
water as make-up process water,

Several commenters satd that the cost of
achieving no discharge had not been ade-
uately considered. One commenter stated
that the cost for retrofitting an older plant
with total recycle technology would result
in a substantial cost to the plant, and might
result in closure of the plant. One com-
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menter stated that the alternative of switch-

” ing to & dry process to avoid a discharge was
not feasible due to specifications for finished
products and because of added costs for alr
pollution control. Several commenters stated
that the requirement of zero discharge would
1imit resource development and preclude the
operation of plants where land is not avail-
able to construct settling ponds. One com-
menter saild that mechanical clarification
treatment systems, which require less land
area, are costly and do not produce a water
that can be continuously recycled because of
a buildup of fines and dissolved sollds in the
recycled water.

The available data show that large num-
bers of plants are currently practicing re-
cycle of waste water for use as process water.
As explalned in the Summary of Major
Changes, however, the Agency has concluded
that the **no discharge” requirement should
be revised to reflect the need for occaslonal
discharges when the recycling of process
water is practiced. As indicated, the revised
regulation continues to reflect the judgment
that BPT for the three subcategories.includes
recycling of process water as a means of lim-
iting the discharge of pollutants. In addition,
the process water discharge limitations are
based on adequate settling to reduce total

“suspended sollds and the possible occasional
use of flocculation.

The economic impact analysis examined
the economic feasibility for plants to install
recycling equipment. In general the analysis
indicates it is economically feasible. How-
ever, plants without a settling pond which
are located in competitive metropolitan areas
may not be able to pass on the costs of re-
cycling process water. It is anticipated that
under final BPT guidelines approximately 78
processors representing about 0.8 percent of
industry production (and a small proportion
of the metropolitan market) will switch to
selling only dry processed stone. The ability
of firms to specialize in only dry processed
stone is illustrated by the many crushed
stone operations producing no wet processed
stone.

It is not anticlpated that these guidelines
will prevent the sale of wet processed stone
in an area. If a wet processor cannot raise his
prices then he must be in a market where
others are supplying wet processed stone. On
the other hand, if he is the only supplier,
then he should have a sufficlently strong
market position: to ralse his price to cover
the cost of compliance and he should be able
to continue to supply wet processed stone.

The Agency does not . belleve that these
guideline limitations will inhibit resource
development. It is anticipated that opera-
tions will incorporate the additional area
needed for settling ponds into future siting

specifications. The guidelines are not ex-

pected to affect industry growth.

The guildelines for, construction aggregates
are based upon settling as a treatment tech-
nology. Should an operator wish to use a
mechanical clarifier to comply with the lim-
itations, he would be allowed & discharge
from a recycling system to eliminate a build
up of fines or dissolved solids. However, no
such problems with recycling were observed
during this study.

5. One commenter stated that treatment
costs were not considered for waste water
from wet dust suppression systems, but treat-
ment was required since this waste water
was included in the definition of process
water. *

Although waste water from these dust sup-
pression systems is defined as process water,
very little waste water results from these alr
pollution control units. When operated prop-
erly, the fine mist of water usually adheres
and is dissolved into the material. The cost

.

for treating any excess water would not be
considered significant compared to the total
treatment cost for process water,

6. Several commenters concerned with the
crushed stone industry felt that the regula.
tions should not require impoundment and
treatment* of storm water runoff and stated
that to construct a treatment system to troat
tHe amount of waste water from a 10-year 24~
hour storm would be excessive. One common«
ter stated that ground water intrusion from
such a storm was not considered and would
have a greater effect on the treatmont sys«
tem than the surface runoff.

These regulations do not require impound«
ment of storm water runoff. Furthormoro,
treatment of storm water runoff 18 not re-
quired unlgss the water entors the treatment
system for mine water or process water.
Methods to prevent this from occurring in-
clude water management practices such ay
diverston ditches. However, if storm wator
runoff or water from some other source (for
instance, mine water intrusion) ontors tho
mine dewaterlng or process wator treatment
system, causing it to overflow, then thoe oveor«
flow must meet the mine dewatering or proc=~
ess water limitations unless the facility falls
within the exemption set forti in the 10-year
24-hour storm ‘event provision. That pro-
vision states that any overflow from faclliticy
governed by this subpart shall not be subjooct
to the limitations if the facilities aro do-
signed, constructed and maintained to cone
tain or treat the volume of waste water which
would result from a 10-year 24-hour precipl«
tation event. .

In establishing efluont Ilimitations and
guidelines for polnt sources whose flow vol«
umes may be dependent upon preciplitation
events, a determination was made as to when
treatment facilities would be overwhelmod
by extraordinary volumes. The 10-yoar 24.
hour precipitation event and the flow ro«
sulting from such an event was seleoted ad
1t represents a volume which can be used for
national guldelines providing maximum pro-
tection to the environment without croating
undue financial hardship on individual in-
dustries by requiring total containment or
treatment regardless of volumes encountored.

7. One commenter requested that net limi«
tations be considered rather than gross limi«
tations.

The present regulations Himit the gross dig«
charge of pollutants. The Agency has promul«
gated regulations (40 CFR 126.28) concorn«
ing the net or gross application of eoffiuent
standards. Prior to the time of permit fgsu-
ance an affected plant can petition for a not
limitation if the applicant demonstratos that
specified pollutants which are present in the
applicant’s intake watér will not be romoved
by waste water treatment systems designed to
reduce process waste water pollutants and
other added pollutants to the levels required
by the applicable limitations or standards. In
light of these provislons for adjustment of
effluent limitations, the gross limitations os«
tablished In the present regulations aro ap-
propriate, as indicated in “Applachian Power
v. Train,* 9 ER.C. 1033, 1053-4 (4th Olr.
1978).

8. Several commenters requested an oxe
emption from the pH limitations, whero nc-
ceptable to recelving waters, when the woste
water exceeds pH 9. .

The data available to the Agenoy do not
indicate there is a problem in meeting the
pH limitation. Furthermore, background
water is generslly not of this nature.

9. One commenter stated that the limita«
tions for the crushed stone industry do not
reflect the localized nature of the industry,
which is predominately composed of small”
quarries. .

The Agency realized that much of the Ine
dustry was composed of small producers, and

i



during the study an attempt was made to
obtain data and information on as many
small and large operations as possible. Small
producers, (less than 25,000 tons/year) were
found to have small shallow quarrles which
are mined only a small percentage of the
year, usually by & portable operation. These
shallow quarries may not require dewatering
and the portable process plants may not use
process water, Those process plants using
water typically construct a temporary
settling pond and recycle waste water to the
process plant. For this reason, the small
quarries are expected to have less significant
treatment costs than those assoclated with
large deep quarries. - 7

10. One ¢ommenter stated that the costs
of constructing settling ponds for treating
granite fines are much greater than for treat-
ing limestone fines, but that the higher costs
of constructing larger treatment facllities
were not taken into account in establishing
limitations for the crushed stone industry.

Data were collected on both carbonaté and
noncarbonate  (granite) quarries. The
settling rates for granite and limestone fines
were found to be somewhat different, neces~
sitating slightly larger settling ponds for
granite fines than for limestone fines. In de-
veloping the costs of the treatment facilitles,
the possible need for a slightly larger pond
was taken into conslideration by *“overde-
signing” the treatment system on which the
cost figures for the industry were based.

11, Two commenters stated that the acld
leaching process in the industrial sand in-
dustry was not studlied during the develop-
ment of the regulation.

The acid leaching process as part of the
industrial sand industry was not initially
included in the study to develop regulations.
Information and some data have now been
made available to the Agency on three plants
which use this process. However, more data
would be necessary before a national regu-
lation-could be developed. Therefore national
limitations for operations using this process
will not be established at this time.

12. One commenter stated that the defini-
tion of “process water” might be read to in-
clude water that has been used In dredging
operations to pump dredged material directly
to onshore classification processes. The com~
- menter felt that regulation of such dis-
chargers was not intended, and requested
clarification of the process water definition.

Waste water (hydraulic water) from opera-
tions which use a hydraulic dredge to pump
dredged material directly to-onshore process-
ing facilities is not included in the definition
of process water and will not be nationally
regulated at this time. Water which is used
in -the processing of the material will be
subject to the limitations established for this
industry. The regulatory language concern-
ing this matter has been clarified.

13. One commenter stated that the defini-
tion of process waste water should be
amended to exclude non-contact cooling
water.

Non-contact cooling water is not included
in the process water definition and will not
be nationally regulated.

14. One. commenter requested that the
regulations provide for a blowdown where
problems occur due to 2 bulldup of fines or
dissolved solids.

A blowdown of dissolved solids because of
2 build up of these solids in the process
water will be sllowed provided recycle of
waste water to the process is practiced and
this discharge is treated to the specified
limitations. The difficulty in recycling sald
to be caused by dissolved solids build up was
not found to be & problem in this study.

15. Two commenters requested that the
ore slurry transport water used by the phos-
phate mining operations located in the West
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be excluded from the no diccharge requlre-
ment for process water. They stated that
recycling entalls high energy €osts in moun-
tainous areas.

The no discharge requirement for slurry
transport water hes been amended in this
regulation to allow o treated discharge sub-
ject to the specified lmitations,

16. Several commenters requested clarifica-
tion of languaze in the regulation for the
phosphate mining Industry concerning the
waste water pollutants that were required
to meet o no discharge limitation. Clarifica-
tlon of the statement allowing diccharge of
combined waste waters was also requested.

vo commenters stated that detrimental ef-
fects on scrubber efficlency may cccur if
scrubber waste water 15 recycled in order to
meet a no diccharge requirement. One com-
menter stated that plant hydroullc water
could not be used as pump seal water In
remote transport line pumping locations.

The Agency hos declded to amend the no
discharge requirement impezed on certein
phosphate industry discharges by the in-
terlm finnl regulations for the reasons set
forth under Summery of Xajer Changes. The
rezulations have been amended to allow o
discharge of waste waters from all sources
within specified limitations. In most caseds
the companies are already practicing recycle
of waste water to the extent possible In order
to prevent depletion of ground water
supplies.

17. Two commenters requested thot more
stringent TSS limitations be considered for
the phosphate mining industry, and that
specific limitations be imposed on radium
226, phosphorus and fluoride. .

The Agency believes that the current TES
limitations are supported by the avalloble
data, for the reasons set forth under Sum-
mary of Major Changes. Procticable tech-
nology is not currently avallable within the

. phosphate industry to treat waste water

specifically for radium 226, phosphorus or
fiuoride. However, radium 226 1s removed by
the settled slilme ond is controlled by the
limitations on TSS. Phosphorus and flucrlde

.appear to result from upstream contamina-

tion of intake water by chemieal plants. The
levels of these pollutants in the fntake water
will therefore be affected by regulations ap-
plicable to the upstream plants.

Subpart B—Crushed Stone Subcotegory

Sec.

43620 Applicability; description of the
crushed stone cubcategory.

43621 Speciallzed definitions.

436.22 Efluent limititions guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practlcable con-
trol technology currently avafl-
able.

Subpart C—Construction Sand and Gravel
. Subceategory
436.30 Applicability; description of the
. constructlon sand and gravel sub-
category.
43631 Speclalized definitions.
436.32 Effluent limitations guldelines rep-

recenting the degrea of- efuent
reduction attainable by the ocppll-
cation of the best practicable con-
tx;:;l technolegy ®urrently avall-
able.

Subpart D—Industrlal Sand Subcategory

436,40 Applicabllity; deceription of the in-
dustrinl sand subceategory.
43641 Speclalized definitions.

43642 Effluent limitations guldelines rep-
resenting the degree of efiluent re-
duction attainable by the applica~

. tion of the best practicable con-
tx:;l technology currently avalle
able.
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Subpart R—Phosphate Rock Subcategory
Sec.
236.180 Applicabllity; description of the
phosphate rock subcategory.
436.181 Speclalized definttions.

See.

436.182 Effluent limitations guldelines rep-
recenting the degree of efiusnt re-
duction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable con-
trol tcchnology currently avail-
able.

Avtnonrry: Sec. 301(b), 30% (b) and (c),
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as
amended (33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and
(¢). 83 Stat+816 et ceq., Pub. L. 92-500) {(the
Act). v

Subpart B—Crushed Stone Subcategory
§ 436.20 Applicability; description of
the crushed stone subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to the mining or quarrying and
the processing of crushed and broken
stone angd riprap. This subpart includes
all types of rock and stone. Rock and
stone that is crushed or broken prior to
the extraction of o mineral are elsewhere
covered. The processing of calcite, how-
ever, in conjunction with the processing
of crushed and broken limestone or dolo-
mite is included in this subpart.

§436.21 Specinlized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(2) Exceptas provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Parb 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “mine dewatering™ shall
mean any water that is impounded or
that collects in the mine and is pumped,
drained or otherwise removed from the
mine through the efforts of the mine op-
erator. However, if a mine is also used for
treatment of process generated waste
water, discharges of commingled swater
from the facilities shall be deemed dis-
charges of process generated waste water.

(¢) The term “10-year 24 hour precip-
jtation event” shall mean the maximum
24 hour precipitation event with a prob-
able re-occurence interval of once in 10
years. This information is available in
“Weather Bureau Technical Paper No.
40,” May 1961 and “ITOAA Atlas 2,” 1973
for the 11 Western States, and may ke
obtained from the National Climatic
Center of the Environmental Data Serv-
ice, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce.

(d) The term “mine” shall mean an
area of land, surface or underground, ac-
tively mined for the production of
crushed and broken stone from natural
deposits. :

(e) The term “process generated waste
water” shall mean any waste water used
in the slurry transport of mined mate-
rial, air emissions control, or processing
exclusive of mining. The term shall also
include any other water which bzcomes
commingled with such waste water in a
pit, pond, lagoon, mine, or other facility
used for treatment of such waste water.

§436.22 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.
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In establishing the limitations set
forth in this section, EPA took into ac-
count all information it was able to col-
lect, develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,
raw materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and effiluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitations
have not been available and, as a result,
these limitations should be adjusted for
certain plants in this industry. An in-
dividual discharger or other interested
person may submit evidence to the Re-
gional Administrator (or to the State, if
the State has the authority to issue
NPDES permits) that factors relating to
the equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors re-
lated to such discharger are fundamen-
tally different from the factors consid-
ered in the. establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basis of such evidence or
other available information, the Re-
gional administrator (or the State) will
make a written finding that such factors
are or are not fundamentally different
for that facility compared to those spec-
ified in the Development Document. If
such fundamentally different factors are
found to exist, the Regional Administra-
tor or the State shall establish for the
discharger efluent limitations in the
WPDES permsit either moreor less strin-
gent than the, limitations - established

<herein, to the extent dictated by such
fundamentally different -factors. Such
limitations must be approved by the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency. The Administrator may
approve or disapprove such limitations,
specify other limitations, or initiate pro-
ceedings to revise these regulations.

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b) and (c¢) of this section, .the
following limitations establish the quan-~
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant
properties, controlled by this section,
which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
available:

(1) Discharges of process generated -

waste water pollutants from facilities
that recycle waste water for use in proc-
essing shall not éxceed the following

limitations: -
Effluent limitations
Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30
any 1 day consecutive days
) shall not
. exceed—
T88.cnccamccrennan 45mgfl.....__.. 25mg/l,
PH e wmf'm the ... % ............
range 6.0 -
to 9.0.

(2) Except as provided for in para-
graph (a) (1) of this section, there shall
be no discharge of process generated
'wastge water pollutants into navigable
waters.
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(3) Mine dewatering discharges shall
not exceed the following limitations:

Efflyent limitations
" Average of daily
Effiuent ~  ‘Maximum for values for 30
characteristic any 1day consecutive days
4 shall not
exceed—
TSS. 45 mgn_ 25 mgil
PHewonocca e Withinthe  ceecemcicaacaens
range 6.0
t0 9.0.

(b) Any overflow from facilities gov-
erned by this subpart shall not be sub-
ject to the limitations of paragraph (a)
of this section if the facilities are de-
signed, constructed and msintained to
contain or treat the volume of waste
water which would result from a 10-year
24-hour precipitation event.

(¢) In the case of a discharge into re-
ceiving waters for which the pH, if un-

“altered by man’s activifies, is or would

be less than 6.0 and water quality cri-
teria in water quality standgrds ap-
proved under the Act authorize such
lower pH, the pH limitation for such
discharge may be adjusted downward
to the pH water quality criterion for the
receiving waters. In no case shall a pH
limitation outside the range 5.0 to 8.0
be permitted.

Subpart C—Construction Sand and Gravel
Subcategory

§ 436.30 Applicability ; description of the
construction sand and gravel sub.
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to the mining and the processing
of sand and gravel for construction ot fill
uses, except that on-board processing of
dredged sand and gravel which is sub-
ject to the provisions of 33 CFR Part
230 and Pait 230 of this chapter will not
be governed by the provisions of this
subpart.

§ 436.31 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral deflnitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “mine dewatering” shall
mean any water that is impounded or
that collects in the mine and is pumped,
drained, or otherwise removed from the
mine through the efforts of the mine
operator. This term shall also include
wet pit overflows caused solely by direct
rainfall and ground water seepage. How-

.ever, if a mine is also used for treat-

ment of process generated waste water,
discharges of comniingled water from the
mine shall be deemed discharges of
process generated waste water.

(¢) The term “10-year 24 hour precipi~
tation event” shall mean the maximum
24 hour precipitation event with g prob-
able re-occurrence interval of once in
10 years. This information is available
in “Weather Bureau Technical Paper No.
40,” May 1961 and “NOAA Atlas 2,” 1973

- for the 11 Western States, and may be
obtained from the National Climatic®

Center of the Environmental Data Serv-
ice, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce.

(d) The term “mine” shall mean an
area of land, surfacé or underground, ac-
tively mined for the production of sand
and gravel from natural deposits.

(e) The term “process generated
waste water” shall mean ahy waste wator
used in the slurry transport of mined
material, air emissions control,.or pro«
cessing exclusive of mining. The term
shall also include any other water which
becomes commingled with such waste
water in a pit, pond, lagoon, mine or
other facility used for treatment of such
waste water. The term does not include
waste water used for the suction dredging
of deposits in a body of water and

‘returned directly to the body of waste

without being used for other purposes
or combined with other waste water.

§ 436.32 Effluent limitations guideclines
representing the degreo of effluent re-
duction attainable by the application
of the best practicable control.techs
nology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set forth
in this section, EPA took into account
all information it was able to collect,
develop and solicit with respect to factors
(such as age and size of plant, raw
materials, manufacturing processes,
products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub=
categorization and effiuent levels estab-
lished. If is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limftations have
not been available and, as a result, these
limitations should be adjusted for cer=-
tain plants in this industry. An in-
dividual discharger or other interested
person may submit evidence to the
Regional Administrator (or to the State,
if the State has the authority to lssue
NPDES permits) that factors relating to
the equipment or facilities involved, the
process applied, or other such factors ro-
Iated to such discharger are fundamen-
tally different from the factors con-
sidered in the establishment of the guide-
lines. On the basis of such evidence or
other available information, the Regional
Administrator (or the State) will make
a written finding that such factors are
or are not fundamentally different for
that facility compared to those specified
in the Development Document. If such
fundamentally different factors are
found to exist, the Regional Adminis-~
trator or the State shall establish for
the discharger efluent limitations in the
NPDES permit either more or 1less
stringent than the lmitations estabe
lished herein, to the extent dictated by
such fundamentally different factors.
Such limitations must be approved by
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protetcion Agency. The Administrator
may approve or disapprove such limita«
tions, specify other limitations, or initiato
proceedings to revise these regulations.

(2) Subject to the provisions of para=
graphs (b) and (¢) of this section, the
following limitations establish the
quantity or quality of pollutants or
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pollutant properties, controlled by this
section, which may be discharged by a
point source subject to the provisions of
this subpart after application of the hest
practicable control technology currently
available:

(1) Discharges of process generated
waste water pollutants from facilities
that recycle waste water for use in pro-
cessing shall not exceed the following
limitations: -

' Effluent limitations
Average of dail

Effluent MMaximum for vgxl?xgw for 30 ¥
characteristic any 1day consecutive days

: shall not

exceed—

T8S. 45 mg/l 25 mgfl.
PH Withinthe oo ceaeoo..
range 6.0
10 9.0.

(2) Ezxcept as provided for in para-
graph (a) (1) of this section, there shall
be no discharge .of process generated
waste water pollutants into navigable
waters.

(3) Mine dewatering discharges shall
not exceed the following limitations: -

Effluent limitations
- . Average of daily
Effluent Maximom for  values for 30
teristic any 1 day consecutive days
. shall not
exceed—
TSS. 45 mgfl 25 mgfl.
PH e Withinthe e
range 8.0
10 9.0.

(b) Any overflow from facilities gov-
erned by this subpart shall not be sub-
Jject to the limitations of paragraph (a)
of this section if the facilities are de-
signed, constructed and maintained to
contain or treat the volume of waste
wdter which would result from g 10-year
24-hour precipitation event.

(¢) In the case of a discharge into re-
ceiving waters for which the pH, if un-
altered by man’s activities, is or would be
less than 6.0 and water quality criteria
in water quality standards approved

- under the Act authorize such lower pH,
the pH limitation for such discharge
may be adjusted downward to the pH
water qualify criferion for the receiving
waters. In no case shall g pH limitation

-outside the range 5.0 to 9.0 be permitted.

Subpart D—Industrial Sand Subcategory

§ 436.40 Applicability; description of
the industrial sand subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are
applicable to the mining and' the proc-
essing of sand and gravel for uses other
than construction and fill. These uses
include, but are not limited to, glassmak-
ing, molding, abrasives, filtration, re-

. fractories, and refractory bonding. ’

§ 436.41 Specialized definitions.

- For the purpose of this subpart:
(2) Except as pravided below, the

general definitions, abbreviations, and

FEDERAL
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methods of analysis set forth in Part
401 of this chapter shall apply to this
subpart.

(b) The term “mine dewatering” chall
mean any water that is impounded or
that collects in the mine and Is pumped,
drained, or otherwise removed from the
mine through the efforts of the mine
operator. This term shall also include
wet pit overflows caused solely by direct
rainfall and ground water seepage. How-
ever, if a mine is also used for the treat-
ment of process generated wast& water,
discharges of commingled water from
the mine shall be deemed discharges of
process generated waste water.

(¢) The term “10-year 24 hour pre-
cipitation event” shall mean the maxi-
mum 24 hour precipitation event with a
probabply re-occurrence interval of once
in 10 years. This information Is avail-
able in “Weather Bureau Technical
Paper No. 40,” May 1961 and “NOAA
Atlas 2,” 1973 for the 11 Western States,
and may be obtained from the National
Climatic Center of the Environmental
Data Service, National Oceanic and At~
mospheric Administration, U.S. Depart-
ment of Commerce.

(@) The term “mine” shall mean an
area of land actively mined for the pro-
duction of sand and gravel from natu-
ral deposits. .

(e) The term “process generated waste
water” shall mean any waste water used
in the slurry transport of mined materiol,
air emissions control, or processing ex-
clusive of mining. The term shall also
include any other water which becomes
commingled with such waste waterin a
pit, pond, lagoon, mine or other facility
used for treatment of such waste water.
“The term does not include waste water
used for the suctlon dredging of de-
posits in a body of water and returned
directly to the body of water without
being used for other purposes or com-
bined with other wastewater.

§436.42 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

In establishing the limitations set forth
in this section, EPA took into account all
information it was able to collect, develop
and solicit with respect to factors (such
as age and size of plant, raw materials,
manufacturing processes, products pro-
duced, treatment technology available,
energy requirements and costs) which
can affect the industry subcategoriza-
tion and efluent levels established. It is,
however, possible that data which would
affect these limitations have not been
available and, as a result, these limita-
tions should be adjusted for certain
plants in this industry. An individual
discharger or other interested person may
submit evidence to the Regiénal Ad-
ministrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to issue NPDES per-
mits) that factors relating to the equip-
ment or facllities involved, the process
applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundamentally dif-
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ferent from the factors considered in the
establishment of the guidelines. On the
basls of such evidence or other available
information, the Reglonal “Administra-
tor (or the State) will make a written
finding that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared to those specified in the De-
velopment Document. If such fundamen-

tally different factors are found to exist, -

the Regional Administrator or the State
shall establish for the discharger efluent
limitations in the NPDES permif either
more or less stringent than the limita-
tions established herein, to the extent
dictated by such fundamentally different
factors. Such limitations must be ap-
proved by the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad-
ministrator may approve or disapprove
such limitations, specify other limita-
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise
these regulations.

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graphs (b) and (c) of this section, the
following limitations establish the quan-
tity or quality of pollutants or pollutant
oroperties, controlled by this section,
which may be discharged by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart with the exception of operations
using acld leaching, after application of
the best practicable control technology
currently available:

(1) With the exception of operation
using HF flotation, discharges of process
waste water pollutants from facilities
that recycle waste water, for use in proc-
essing shall not exceed the following
limitations:

Effinant imitations
E@uznt Averzgacf dally
et Moximum for  values for 20
any1day  consecutivadays
. shalt mok
TSS 451gh 253 mz/L
PHeeencemeee enmww Viithin tha [
ranza 6.0
10 0.9.

(2) Except as provided in paragraphs
(a) (1) and (3) of this section, there
shall be no discharge of process generated
waste water pollutants into navigable
waters.

(3) Process generated waste water
from facilities employing BHF flotation
shall not exceed the following limita-
tions:

[Metric units of total preduct]
[Englizh units 1b/2,600 Ib of total preduct)
Effinont limitations
“ Averazaofdaily
Efflzant Maximom for valuzs for 30
characteristic any lday  consecutivedays
shall nes
- exceed—
TSS 0.616 0.023
Total flustda, £C6 .03
<3 1 S Withintha et
range 6.0
10 9.0,

(4) Mine dewatering discharges shall
not exceed the following limitations:
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Effluent limitations
Effluent Average of dail

characteristic Maximum for values for 30 v
any ldsy . consecutive days

shall not

exceed—

TT8Bunereeeocoeeeee 5108/l 25mg.
PH.oieaiaeas Within the P
range 6.0
9.0.

(b) Any overflow from facilities gov-
erned by this subpart shall not be sub-
Ject to the limitations of paragraph (a)
of this section if the facilities,are de-
signed, constructed and maintained to
contain or treat the volume of waste wa-
ter which would result from a 10—year
24-hour precipitation event.

(¢) In the case of a discharge mto Te-
ceiving waters for which the pH, if un-
altered by man’s activities, is or would be
less than 6.0 and water quality criteria
in water quality standards approved un-
der the Act authorize such lower pH,
the pH limitation for such discharge may
be adjusted downward to the pH water
quality criterion for the receiving waters.
In no case shall & pH limitation outside
the range 5.0 to 9.0 be permitted.

Subpart R—Phosphate Rock Subcategory

§ 436,180 Applicability; description -of
the phosphate rock subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap-
plicable to the mining and the processing
of phosphate bearing rock, ore or earth
for the phosphate content.

§436.181 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:

(a) Except as provided below, the gen-
eral definitions, abbreviations and meth-
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “mine déwatering” shall -

mean any water that is impounded or
that collects in the mine and is pumped,
drained or otherwise removed from the
mine through the efforts of the mine op-
erator. However, if a mine is also used
for the treatment of process generated
waste water, discharges of commingled
water from the mine shall be deemed.dis-~
%leluges of process generated waste wa-

T.

(¢) The term “10-year 24 hour pre-
cipitation event” shall mean the maxi-
mum 24 hour precipitation event with
a probable re-occurrence interval of once
in 10 years. This information is available
in “Weather Bureau Technical Paper No.
40,” May 1961 and “NOAA Atlas 2,” 1973
for the 11 Western States, and may be
obtained from the National Climatic
Center of the Environthental Data, Serv-
ice, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, U.S. Department. of
Commerce.

(d) The term “mine” shall mean an
areg of land, surface or underground; ac-
tiyvely used for or resulting from the ex-
traction of a mineral from natural de-
posits.

o
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(e) The term “process generated waste
water” shall mean any waste water used
in the slurry transport of mined mate-
rial, air emissions control, or processing
exclusive of mining. The term shall also
include any other water which becomes
commingled with such waste water in
a pit, pond, lagoon, mine, or other facil-
ity used for settling or treatment of such

. waste water.

‘§ 436.182 Effluent limitations guide-
lines representing the degree of efflu-
ent reduction attainable by the appli-
cation of the best practicable control
technology currently available,

In establishing the limitations set forth
in this section, EPA took into account
all information it was able to -collect,
develop and solicit with respect to
factors (such as age and size of plant,

. raw materials, manufacturing processes,

products produced, treatment technology
available, energy requirements and
costs) which can affect the industry sub-
categorization and effluent levels estab-
lished. It is, however, possible that data
which would affect these limitations have
not been available and, as a result, these
limitations should be adjusted for certain
plants in  this industry. An individual
discharger’ or other interested person
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad-
ministrator (or to the State, if the State
has the authority to issue NPDES per-
mits) that factors relating to the equip-
ment or facilities involved, the process
applied, or other such factors related to
such discharger are fundamentally dif-
ferent from the factors considered in the

- establishment of the guidelines. On the

basis of such evidence or other available
information, the Regional Administrator
(or the State) will make a written find-
ing that such factors are or are not
fundamentally different for that facility
compared to those specified in the De-
velopment Document. If such funda-
mentally different factors are found to

. exist, the Regional Administrator or the

State shall establish for the discharger
effluent limitations in the NPDES permit
either more or less stringent than the
limitations established herein, to the
extent dictated by such fundamentally
different factors. Such limitations must
be approved by the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency. The
Administrator may approve or disap-
prove such limitations, specify other
limitations, or initiate proceedings to
revise these regulations.

(a) Subject to the provisions of para-
graph (b) of this section, the following
limitations establish the quantity or
quality of pollutants or pollutant prop-
erties, controlled by this section, which
may be discharged by & point source sub-
jeet to the provisions of this subpart
after application of the best practicable
control technology currently available:

(1) Discharges of process generated
waste water and mine dewatering Uis-
charges, shall not exceed the following
limitations:

Efiltent limitations
Effluent - Averago ol dally
chamctgrlstic Maximum for valuey for 30
N any 1 day comegutlvo élays
all
excect=—
T8S.cemmacaacraanan MNP/l caaancan 30 mg/l.
¥ 2 SUN Wlt n the eAacacssasanasatan
rango 6.0
to 0.0.

(b) Any overflow from facilities gov~
erned by this subpart shall not be sub-
ject to the limitations of paragraph (a)
of this section if the facllities are de-
signed, constructed and maintained to
contain or treat the volume of waste wa-
ter which would result from & 10-year
24-hour precipitation event. :

[FR Doc.77-19846 Filed 7-11-77;8:456 am]

Title 41—Public Contracts and Proporty
Management

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY
: MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS

SUBCHAPTER A-~GENERAL
[FPMR Amdt. A-27]

PART 101-5—CENTRALIZED SERVICES
IN FEDERAL BUILDINGS

“GSA Policy Concerning Centralized Services
in Federal Buildings

?GENCY: General Services Administra-
ion.

ACTION: Finaf rule.

SUMMARY: This change removes refer-
ences to outdated regulations. A recent
reorganization in GSA resulted in a con-
solidation of functions and eliminated
the need for certain regulations.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON=~
TACT:

Mr. John I. Tait, Dlrector, Regulations
and Procedures Managemen$ Division,
Office of Customer Service and Sup~
port, Federal Supply Service, General
Services Administration, Washington,
D.C. 20406 (703-557-1914) .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Federal Management Circular (FMC)
13-4, December 4, 1973, provides policy
guidance for the executive branch con-
cerning the establishment and manage«
ment of cenfral supporting services in
Federal office buildings. That circular is
codified .in the Code of Federal Regula~
tions (34 CFR Part 271). Since March
1965 the Federal Property Management
Regulations have also provided policy
guidance pertaining to this subject ares.
Asa means.to eliminate this duplication
in the Code of Federal Regulations and
to enable agencies to more readily react
t0 .GSA policy pronouncements affecting
the applicable separate functional areas
(e.g., transportation services, printing
and duplicating services, health units,
etc.), certain overlapping GSA regula-
tions are being canceled. These cancella-
tions will have no effect on existing GSA
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regulations appearing in the FPMR gov-
erning -the particular area(s) of agency
concern. Accordingly, 34 CFR Part 271
is hereby vacated and reserved.

Subpart 101-5.1—CGeneral

1. Section 101-5.100 is revised as fol-
lows:
§ 101-5.100 Scope of subpart.

This subpart states general policies,
guidelines, and procedures for establish-
ing centralized services in multioccupant
Federal buildings.

2. Section 101-5.104--7 is revised as fol-

“lows:

. §101-5.104-7 Administrator’s determi-

§ 101—5.203—5 Uniform

nation.

(@) The Administrator of General
Services will detérmine, on the basis of
the feasibility, study, whether provision
of a centralized service meets the criteria
for increased economy, efficiency, and
service, with due regard to the program
and internal administrative require-
ments of the agencies to be served. The
Director of the Office of Management and
Budget and the head of each agency af-

-fected will be advised of the Adminis-

trator’s determination and of the reasons
therefor. Each deétermination to provide
a centralized service shall include a for-
mal report containing an explanation of
the advantages to be gained, a compari-
son of estimated annual costs between
the proposed centralized operation and
separate agency operations, and a state-
ment of the date the centralized facility
will be fully operational.

(b) While a formal appeals procedure
is not prescribed, any agency desiring
to explain its inability to participate in
the use of a centralized serviceymay do
so through a letter to the Director of

‘the Office of Management and Budget,

with a copy to the Administrator of Gen-
e;‘al Services.

Subpart 101-5.2—Centralized Field
- Duplicating Services

Sectnon 101-5 203-5 is revised as fol-
lows:

space allow-
ances.,

‘The space requirements for printing,
duplicating, and related €quipment un-
der individual agency use as compared
with use in a centralized facility will be
based upon uniform space allowances ap-

.plied equally under both conditions.
_(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390 (40 U.S.C. 486(c)).)

NoTe—The General Services Administra-
tion has-determined that this document does
not contain a major proposal requiring prep-

_ aration of an Inflation Impact Statement

under Executive Order 11821 and OMB Cir-
cular A-107.

Dated: June 29, 1977.

JOEL W. SOLOMON,
-7 Administrator of
. General Services.

|FR Doc.77-19882 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Title 45—Public Welfare

CHAPTER |I—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, DE-
PARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION,
AND WELFARE

PART 160f—WOMEN'S EDUCATIONAL
EQUITY ACT PROGRAM

Correction

In FR Doc. 77-18449 appearing at page
33005 in the issue of Tuesday, June 28,
1977 on page 33011, first column, the first
paragraph designated (p) should be re-
moved and paragraph (q) which imme-
diately follows should be transferred to
the second column under paragraph
designated (p) (3).

Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER X-—INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER C—ACCOUNTS, RECORDS AND
REPORTS

[No. 36141}

ANNUAL, SPECIAL OR PERIODIC RE-
PORTS, REPORTS OF MOTOR CAR.
RIERS, REPORTS OF WATER CARRIERS,
-égls) REPORTS OF FREIGHT FORWARD-

Corporate Disclosure Regulations

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Interstate Commerce
Commission has adopted Corporate Dis-
closure Regulations requiring carrlers
with annual gross carrier operating reve-
nues of $20 million or more to file cor-
porate ownership disclosure informa-
tion. The annual reporting requirements
include information concerning corpo-
rate structure, affiliations of officers and
directors, and holders of the carrlers’
debts. A proposed section concerning
voting stock ownership disclosures was
not adopted due to substantial questions
concerning its feasibility and usefulness,

EFFECTIVE DATE: Year ended Decem-
ber 31, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Mr. John A, Grady, Director, Bureau
of Accounts, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423,
Phone No.: 202-275-7565.

SUPPLEB:IENTARY INFORMATION:
BACKGROUND

On June 3, 1974, an Interagency Steer-
ing Committee on Uniform Corporate
Reporting was established to develop
Model Corporate Disclosure Regulations
dealing with corporate structure, voting
stock ownership, affiliations of officers
and directors, and debtholdings. Re-
leased in January 1975, the model re-
porting requirements represented a con-
sensus of the committee members and
incorporated information from extensive
hearings and studies conducted by Sen-
ator Lee Metcalf, Chajirman, Subcom-
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mittee on Reports, Accounting and Man-
agement.

Senator Metcalf recommended in a
January 24, 1975, letter to certain agency
heads that Federal regulatory agencies
adopt these model regulations. ‘This
Commission responded by publishing a
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on April
1, 1975, containing regulations basically
identical to the medel regulations.

Many of the 76 respondents to our
April 1, 1975, notice requested clarifica-
tion of the proposed regulations. Accord-
ingly, we held an informal conference
in January 1976. A substantial majority
of those commenting on the regulations
questioned the Commission’s authority to
adopt them. The Commission stafed that
sections 12(1), 20(1), 20(5), 204(a) (D
and 220(d) of the Interstate Commerce
Act, as amended, not only give the Com-
mission the authority but the obligation
to concern ourselves with the activities
of the persons controlling, controlled by,
and sharing control with carriers.

Some respondents stated that it was
not feasible for a carrier to obtain the
beneficial holders of voting stock. The
Commission also concluded that adop-
tion of the section dealing with voting
stock ovmership disclosure was inadvis-
able due to questions concerning the
feasabllity of obtaining the desired in-
formation. Consequently, the Commis-
slon questioned the usefulness of the in-
formation on beneficial owners that
would be reported. Accordingly, the Com-
mission delayed adoption of this section
pending further study.

.The Annual Reports referred fo in
Parts 1241, 1249, 1250, and 1251 ‘of Titfle
49 of the Code of Federal Regulations are
amended to include the following mate~

rial:
(No. 35141)

ConPO2ATE DISCLOSURE REGULATIONS
DEFINITIONS

Annual reporting. The term “annual re-
porting” means as of December 31 of each
calendar year, or accounting year of thirteen
4-week perleds (es defined in sections 12404,
1240.5, and 12433 of Title 49 CFR).

Control. The term “control” (including
the terms “controlling,” “controlled by,” and
“under common control with™) means the
possession, direct or indirect, of the power
to direct or cause the direction of the man-
ggement on policies of & person, natural or
artificlal. Sources of power may include, but
are not limited to equity security owner-
ship; debtholdings; sole or partial voting ar-
rangements; common directors, officers, or
gtockholders; or lease, purchase, lines of
credit, supply, distribution, or operating
agreements.

Financing lease. The term “financing lease”
shall refer to any lease which during the
poncancelable lease period, either (1) cov~
ers 15 percent or more of the economic life
of the property or (2) has terms which as-
sure the lescor of a full recovery of the fair
market value (which would normally be rep-
resented by his investment) of the property
at the inception of the lease plus a reason-
able return on the use of the assets invested
gubject only to limited risk in the realiza-
tion of the residual interest In the property
and the credit risks generally associated with
gecured 1oans.
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Parent of respondent “Parent of respond-
ent” shall refer to every firm, holding com-
pany or other person oOr combinatlon of per-
sons who ultimately control the respondent,
as well as any intermediary controlling
entity.

Respondent. “Respondent” shall refer to
all carriers required to file corporate owner-
ship disclosure: Class I Rallroads; Electric
Raflways; Express Companles; Pipeline Com-
panies: Refrigerator Car Lines; Class I Car-
riers of Property; Motor Carrier Holding Com-~

panies; Class I Carrlers of Passengers; Class.

A Iniand and Coastal Waterways; Maritime
Carriers; Class A Freight Forwarders; and
all companies considered to be carriers pur-
suant to an order entered under section 5(3)
of the Interstate Commerce Act; except that
those carrlers having gross carrier operating
revenues (including interstate and intra-
state) of less than $20 million from carrier
operations for their most recent accounting

year shall not be considered “respondents.” .

Joint venture. The term *Joint venture”
refers to a company owned and operated by
& small group of businesses as a separate and
speclfic business or project for the mutual
benefit of the members of the group.

ANNUAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

1. Corporate Structure.—A. For each re-
spondent, parent of respondent, subsidiary,
or organization controlled by the respondent,
Joint venture involved in by the respondent,
and subsidiary of an organization controlled
by joint ventures involved in by the respond-
ent, the following information shall be sub-
mitted by respondent:

1. Name and address.

2. Basis of control. Indicate the method by
which control is exercised. Examples may
include, but are not limited to: equity se-
curity ownership; debtholdings; sole or par-~
tial voting arrangements; common directors,
officers, or stockholders; or lease, purchase,
lines of credit, supply, distribution, or op-
erating agreements.

3. Principal business activities. List and
describe by four-digit SIC code and short
title each industry in which the organiza-
tion's activities generated,10 percent of its
gross revenues or 35 million (during the re-
porting year). For digit industry SIC codes’
and short titles are listed in the most re-
cent “Standard Industrial Classification
Manual” as published by the Executive Office
of the President, Office of Management and
Budget. Pour-digit SIC codes and short titles
should bé listed in order of significance rela-
tive to the total activities of respondent,
based upon the percentage of gross revenues
generated within each four-digit industry.

4. Copy of the latest balance sheet and
income statement and consolidated balance ’
sheet and income statément, i available.

B, Each respondent shall file a copy of any
chart or other graphic material showing the
relationship of the respondent to its parents,
subsidiaries and other hand referred to in
subparagraph A.

C. In addition to subparagraph A above,
list every corporation, partnership or other
business organization in which the respond-
ent owns more than 5 percent of the out-

standing voting securities or other ownership . *

interests and indicate the percentage so
owned.

I1. Affiliations of Officers and Directors.—
A. The name and address of each of the com-~
pany's principal officers and each director,
trustee, partner or person exercising similar
functions, of the respondent and parent to-
gether with his title and position with the
respondent and with any parent, holding
company, person, or combination. of persons,
controlling the respondent, and with any
subsidiary of the respondent and any other
company, firm, or organization which the
respondent controls,

- RULES AND REGULATIONS

B. For each of the officlals named under
subparagraph A above, list his principal oc-
cupation or business affiliation if other than
listed in subparagraph A, and all affiliations
with any other business or financial organiza-
tions, firm or partnership. For purposes of
this part, the official will be considered to
have an affiliation with any business or fi-
nancial organization, firm or partnership in
which he is an officer, director, trustee, part-
ner, or 2 pérson exercising similar functions.

C. A list of each contract, agreement, or
other business transaction exceeding an ag-
‘gregate amount of $50,000, in any 1 year,
entered into between the respondent and any
business or financial orgenizations, firm or
partnership named in subparagraph B above,
identifying the parties, amounts, dates and
product or service involved.

D. A list. of each contract, agreement or
other business arrangement in excess of $600
entered into during the reporting period
(other than compensation related to position
with respondents) between the respondent
and each officer and director service involved.
In addition, provide the same information
with respect to professional services for each
firm, partnership, or organization with which
the officer or director is affiliated.

Y. Debtholdings.—A. A description of each
long-term debt (debt due after 1 year) of the
respondent, including the name and address
of the creditor, the character of the debt, the
nature of the security, if any, the date of
origin, the date of maturity, the total amount
of the debt, the rate of Interest, the total
amount of interest to be paid, and a copy of
any and all restrictive covenants attached to
the indebtedness. (Where such indebtedess is
widely held, such as bonds and debentures,
provide the nature of the trustee in, place of
the creditor.) With respect to each holder of
more than 5.percent of each issue reported,
provide the name, address, and type of
holder—bank, broker, holding company, in-
dividual, or other specified category and
amount of debt held.

B. A description of each short-term debt
of the respondent (under 1 year) outstanding
at yearend, excluding accounts payable, in-
cluding the name and address of the creditor,
nature and character of the liability, period
of the debt, rate of interest, total amount of
is widely held, such as bonds and debentures,
such short-term debt, nature of the security
and a copy of any and all restrictive cove-
nants. attached to the indebtedness. (Where
such indebtedness is widely held, provide the
name of the trustee in place of the creditor.)

‘C. A description of each financing ‘lease
arrangement; equipment trust, conditional
, sales contract, and other major llabilities
with respect to the.capital assets of the

respondent and involving aggregate payments

in excess of one million dollars and a copy of

any and all resfrictive convenants attached
to the Indebtedness.

" H. G. HoMME, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-19878 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries

CHAPTER 1I—NATIONAL MARINE FiSH-
ERIES SERVICE, NATIONAL OCEANIC
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

SUBCHAPTER F—AID TO FISHERIES

PART 251—FINANCIAL AID PROGRAM
PROCEDURES FISHERY FOR SURF CLAMS

Subpart B—Conditional Fisheries

AGENCY: National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration/Commerce.

ACTION: Final rulemaking.

SUMMARY : This document incorporates
in Subpart B of Part 251 & new section
to adopt the “fishery for surf clams” as o
Conditional Fishery so that application
of National Marine Fisherles Service
(NMFS) financial assistancd in that fish«
ery will be limited to that which does
not significantly increase harvesting ca«
pacity. It has been determined that there
exists sufficient fleet capacity to harvest
surf clams. The intended effect of this
action is that NMFS financial assistanco
activities will be consistent with the wise
use.of the surf clam resource and with
its development, advancement, manage-
ment and protection.

DATES: Effective (on date of publica-
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT: -

Mr. Michael Grable, Chief, Financial
Assistance Division, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Washington, D.C.
20235, 202-634-7496.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On February 10, 1977, a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking was published in the
FeperAL REGISTER (42 FR 8389) stating
that the Director, National Marine Fish«
eries Service, National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration, was consider-
ing an amendment to Financial Ald Pro«
gram Procedures (50 CFR Part 251) to
incorporate in Subpart B of Part 251
a new section to adopt the “fishery for
surf clams” as a Conditional Fishery.
This notice contained an explanatory
statement describing the principal situa-
. tions and conditions under consideration
for determining that this fishery should
be adopted as a Conditional Fishery and
that the use of financial assistance pro-
grams to add vessel capacity to this fish-
ery would not be consistent with the wise
use of that fishery resource and with the
development, advancement, manage~
ment, conservation, and protection of
that fishery.

Subpart A of 50 CFR Part 251 sets
forth the general policy under which
financial assistance programs for the
commercial fishery will be administered
and establishes the procedure to be used
in proposing and adopting & fishery as
a Conditional Fishery. Each fishery
adopted as a Conditional Fishery will be
enumerated under Subpart B of 50 CFR
Part 251, The terms under which finan«
cial assistance related to & Conditional
Fishery may be approved are set forth
in the regulations on procedures and ad-
ministration of each financial assistance
program. Consequently, in considering
the adoption of a Conditional Fishery,

- the terms and conditions of regulations

for administering the Fishing Vessel Ob~
ligation Guarantee program (50 CFR
Part 255) and the Fishing Vessel Capital
Construction Fund program (50 CFR
Part 259) are reviewed to assure that
due consideration may be afforded to
participants or potential participants in
these programs.

In response to the notice, no objections
to the adoption of the fishery for surf
clams as a Conditional Fishery were re~
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ceived. Additionally, the Director notes
that adopfion of the proposed amend-
mernit would be consistent with the Mid-
© Atlantic Fishery Management Council’s
proposed management plan which rec-
ommends that surf clam harvesting be
reduced.

After due consideration, the Director
concludes that the proposal to amend
Part 251 of this Chapter, Subpart B—
Conditional Fisheries, to add a new
§ 251.25 is hereby adopted as set forth
below. .

. Subpart B—Conditional Fisheries
§ 251.25 Fishery for surf clams.

By order of the Administrator, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration.
- ‘WiLnor N. HEss,

. _ Acting4ssociate Adminisirator.

[FR Doc.77-19866 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

Tile 13—Business Credit and Assistance

CHAPTER |——SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION

|Rev. 13, Amdt. 16]

PART 121—SMALL BUSINESS SIZE
.~ STANDARDS

Special Procedure for Determining Size
Status of Loan Applicant That Has Suf-
fered an Economic Disaster Caused by
Requirements Imposed on it by Fed-

_ eral Law, Regulation, or Order; TRIS

AGENCY: Small Business Administra-
tion.
- ACTION. Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule provides g special
procedure to determine the size status of
SBA loan applicants which have suffered
a substantal injury or disaster caused by
8 Pederal law, regulation, or order. This
action is in response to the severe finan-
cial difficulties in the apparel industry
caused by the recent Government ban
of the flame retardant chemical TRIS
in children’s sleepwear, and the require-

ment that the manufacturers make re--

funds on their sales of TRIS-treated
sleepwear. By using a firm’s current fis-
cal quarter receipts or employment
rather than the past fiscal year’s to de-
termine its small business size status, this
procedure may qualify some applicants
for financial assistance which might not
otherwise have qualified.

.

RULES AND REGULATIONS
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

" FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-

TACT: -
Harry D. Bronstein, 202-653-6373.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: It
has come to the attention of the Small
Business Administration that there are
& number of concerns which, under our
currently effective definitions, do not
qualify as small business concerns based
on their annual receipts for their most
recently completed fiscal year or their
average employment for the preceding
12 months, but which have suffered sud-
den and significant business losses due
to requirements imposed on them by a
Federal Law, regulation, or order, of the
type which makes them eligible for sec-
tion 7(b) (5) assistance, and consequent-

ly have, practically speaking, become,

small businesses.

In 1974 we adopted a speclal proce-
dure for determining the size status of
concerns whioh had suffered a signifi-
cant loss of business due to the energy
crisis and we consider that a similar rule
is needed at this time for the economic
disasters deseribed above.

Since this rule is deslgned to nssist
concerns that have undergone economic
disasters, it has been determined that
the public notice procedure would be im-
practicable and contrary to the public
interest and that good cause exists for
making it effective immediately.

Accordingly, Part 121 of Chapter I of
‘Title 13 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions is amended by:

1. Revising the proviso clause in the
first sentence of § 121.3-2(b) to read as
follows:

§121.3-2 Definition of terms used in
this part.
- -] -3 [-] o

(b) “Annual receipts” means ¢ * ®°
Provided, however, If, for the purpose of
receiving financial assistance under o
Small Business Administration program,
it is determined that (1) the opplicant
has completed at least 3 months of its
current fiscal year, (2) its gross income
(less returns and allowances, sales of
fixed assets, and interafiiliate transac-
tions) for the completed months of its
current fiscal year are at least 25 per-
cent lower than its receipts during the

«
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corresponding months of its most re-
cently completed fiscal year, and (3) the
reduction in receipts was primarily due
to the shortage of enerzy or materials,
or & substantial economic injury which
makes it eligible for section 7(b) (5) as-
sistance, its “annual receipts” for size
determination purposes shall be com-
puted by reducing its annual receints for
its most recently completed fiscal year by
the determined percentile.

* E - R »

2. Deleting the second sentence and
revising the first sentence of § 121.3-2(£)
to read as follows:

§121.3-2 Definition of terms nsed in
this part.
] - -3 » »

(t) “Number of employees” means the
average employment of any concern, in-
cluding the employees of its domestic and
foreign affiliates, based on the number of
persons employed on a full-time, part-
time, temporary, or other basis during
each of the pay periods of the preced-
ing 12 months: Provided, howerer, If, for
the purpoze of determining a concern’s
eligibility for finanecial assistance undar
2 Small Business Administration pro-
gram, it Is determined that a concern’s
employment in its most recently com-
pleted calendar quarter is at least 25
percent lower than its employment in the
corresponding quarter in the preceding
calendar year (or its annual ceceipts for
the preceding 3 complete months are at
least 25 percent less than its annual re-
ceipts for the corresponding months of
the preceding calendar year) and that
such reduction in employment (or re-
ceipts) was primarily due to the shortage
of energy or materials, or to a substan-
tial economic injury which makes it eli-
gible for section 7(b) (5) assistance, its
“number of employees” for size determi-
nation purposes shall be determined by
reducing its average employment for the
preceding 12 months by the determined
percentile, @ » *

- o L] g »

Dated: July 8, 1977.

{Cataloz of Federal Domestic Assistance
Frogram MNo. £3.022.)
RicHarp HERIANDEZ,
Acting Administrator.
IFR D22.17-20127 Filed 7-11-77:10:25 om]
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proposedrules

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of
these notices Is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Food Safety and Quality Service
[7CFRPart53]

CARCASS BEEF
Standards for Grades

AGENCY: Food Safety and Quality
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Extension of time for. filing
comments.

SUMMARY: The period for filing com-
ments on the proposed rule to provide’
definitions of certain terms-—carcass,
side, quarter, wholesale cut, primal cut,
and subprimal cut—which are used in
the official United States Standards for
Grades of Carcass Beef published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, June 8, 1977 (42 FR
29313), is being extended from July 8,
1977, to August 8, 1977, in response to
written and verbal requests for an ex-
tension of the comment period.

DATE: Comments, in duplicate, must be
received by the Hearing Clerk on or be-
fore August 8, 1977. .

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Hearing
Clerk, Room 1077 South, U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington, D.C.
20250,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT':

C. E. Murphey (202-447-3997).
Dated: July 6, 1977.

IrvING W, THOMAS,
Acting Deputy Administrator,
Commodity Services.

[FR Doc.77-19928 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

[11CFRPart100] -
[Notice 1977-38]

FEDERAL CANDIDATES; SPONSORSHIP
AND FINANCING OF PUBLIC DEBATES

Request for Comments
AGENCY: Federal Election Commission.
ACTION: Proposed regulations.

SUMMARY: This notice contains a re-
quest for public comments on proposed
regulation of the sponsorship and fi-
nancing of public debates between or
among federal candidates. This action is
taken to implement thie provisions of the
"Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. 431 et seq.

DATES: Close of comment period js
September 30, 1977.

ADDRESS: Send comments to Federal
Election Committee, Office of General

g FEDERAL

Counsel, 1325 K Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20463.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON- .

TACT:

Joan M. Bernott (202-523-4053 or 202—
523-4143).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Commission requests public com-
ment to assist it in formulating regula-~
tions governing the sponsorship and fi-
nancing of public debates between or
among candidates. Pertinent existing
regulations appear at Title 11 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, §100.4
(Contributions: “made for the purpose
of influencing” a Federal election) and
sections 114 and 115 (Corporate and La-
bor Organization Activity; Federal Con-
tractors; disbursements made “in con-
nection with” a Federal election). See
also 2 U.S.C. Sections 441 (a), (b), and
(e), and 431; and 26 U.S.C. sectmns 9003
() @) and 0912(b).

The period for receipt of Written come-
ments will- close September 30, 1977.
Submissions should be made to the Office
of General Counsel, Federal Election
Commission, 1325 K .Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20463, and will be made
available to the public in the Office of
Public Records. Hearings will begin on
September 12, 1977. Applications for a
place on the hearing agends should be
made in writing to Commission Chair-
r%?,?x; Thomas E. Harris by August 31.
1977, -

The Commission is concerned with res-
olution of many practical problems that
underlie Question 1 posed below. Public
response must be precise and admit of
application to-a wide range of situations
involving debates by candiddtes in each
of six distinct election categories. If the
submittor feels there are circumstances
in which disbursements made to finance
a debate are not “for the purpose of in-

- fluencing” or “in connection with” a Fed-

eral election, the Commission requests
that the submittor further consider, in
detail, what factors are relevant in de-
termining those circumstances. For ex-
ample, is exclusion or inclusion of par-
ticular candidates significant to the de-
bate’s influence on or connection with
the election? If there are circumstances
in which the debate neither influences
nor is in connection with the election,
do such circumstances exist in a Presi-
dential general eléction debate in which
one participant qualifies on the ballot in
more states than the other participant
(or one of the others)? Do they exist
where one participant has qualified for
general election Federal funds pursuant
to 26 U.S.C. Chapter 95 and the other
has not? Do such circumstances exist in

cludes all candidates qualified to appear

. on the election ballot but excludes an {in-

dependent or self-proclaimed candidate
who does not? Or which includes all ¢can-
didates who qualify for matching funds
pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Chapter 96 but
excludes those who do not? What about
congressional primary and general eleo-
tions? Do such circumstances exist in o
House general election _debate where
major party nominees participate but
minor party, new party or independent;
candidates, qualified to appear on the
ballot, do not?

More generally, is the nature (non-
profit, educational, long standing, etc.)
of the sponsoring organization or inter«
est relevant to the debate’s influence on
or connection with the election? If so,
how? Is control over the subject matter
or format of the debate significant? If so,
how? Who should have such control?
What additional factors have signifi-
cance?

The Commission asks that public sub-
missions reflect consideration of the
foregoing problem areas and respond
specifically to the Questions set out be-
low. Submissions that include proposed
regulation language are particularly
helpful. The Commission is also inter~
ested in contributions of factual ma-
terial which the submittor feels is rele-
vent, as well as comments in response
to the submissions of others.

1. As regards debates between or
among all candidates (major party, mi-
nor party and independent) in each of
the following: (a) Presidential primary
elections; (b) Presidential general cleg=
tions; (¢) Senate primary elections; (d)
Senate general elections; (e) House pri-
mary elections; (f) House general elec=
tions:

A, Do debates influence an election
within the meaning of the Act?

(1) Under what circumstances or con-
ditions are contributions to finance a do-
bate not “made for the purpose of influ-
encing” the election?

(ii) Under what -circumstances or
conditions is sponsorship or administra-
tive management of the debate not a
contribution “made for the purpose of
influencing” the election?

B. Are debates “in connection with”
antelection, within the meaning of the
Act?

(1) Under what circumstances or con-
ditions are a corporation’s disbuirsements
of its general treasury funds made to fi-
nance the debate not a contribution or
expenditure “in connection with" the
election? \

(1) Under what circumstances or con-
ditiohs are a labor union’s disbursements
of its general treasury funds made to

2 Presidential primary debate which in- -finance the debate not & contribution or

1]

-
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expenditure “in connection with” the
election? : -

(ili) Under what circumstances or

- conditions are a Federal contractor’s dis-
bursements of its general treasury funds
made to finance the debate not a contri-
bution or expenditure “in connection
with” the election?

~ 2. Who sponsors and/or contributes
to the financing of candidate debates?

3. What purposes are served by can-
didate debates?

4. What effects, particularly partisan
effects, do candidate debates have on the
ensuing election?

5. What effects do corporate, labor
union -and/or Federal contractor spon-
sorship and contributions to the financ-
ing of candidate debates have on the de-

* bates? On the ensuing election?

Dated: July 6, 1977.
JOoAN D. AIKENS,

Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission.

[FR D0c.77-19981 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

-° CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[ 14CFRPart223]

[EDR~3024; Docket 29587; Dated: July 5,
19771

FREE AND REDUCED-RATE -
TRANSPORTATION

Termination of Rulemaking Proceeding
AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.

ACTION: Notice of termination of rule-
- making proceeding.

SUMMARY: This notice stdtes that the
Board has determined not to adopt a pre-
viously proposed rule which would have
authorized carriers to provide free trans-
portation to Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration engineering flight test pilots and
aeronautical procedures specialists.

DATES: Effective: July 5, 1977. Adopted:
July 5, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Richard- Juhnke, Rates and Agree-
ments Division, Civil Aeronautics
Board, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20428 (202-673-
5436). 4

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: .

By Notice of Proposed Rulemaking EDR~
302, July 29, 1976 * the Board announced
that it had under consideration a pro-
posed amendment to § 223.23 of its Eco-
nomic Regulations (14 CFR 223.23)

" which would authorize air carriers to
provide free transportation to engineer-
ing flight test pilots and aeronautical
procedures specialists of the Federal Avi-
ation Administration. The authorization
was proposed pursuant to an informal
request from the FAA which had stated
that the free transportation would al-
low these employees to become familiar
with aircraft operating techniques and
procedures. ;

141 FR 32612.

PROPOSED RULES

Comments have been received from the
Air Transportation Association (ATA)
on behalf of its member carriers, from
the Department of Transportation
(DOT)? and from the following indi-
viduals: Larry B. Andriesin, James B.
Ashley, Wayne J. Barbini, Frank J. Hoer-
man, George Lyddane, Paul W. Martin,
Donald R. Marshall, George F. Mulcahy,
Darrell M. Reduson, Lester M. Starbuck,
Robert M. Susi, Ernest A. Well

Briefly, ATA takes the position that
the proposed rule should not be adopted
because it is subject to abuse, and that
unnecessary personnel in the cockpit can
be a safety hazard. The individuals, all of
whom are either FAA engineering fiight
test pilots or flight test engineers, sup-
port the proposed rule but also seek ap-
proval for free transportation of flight
test engineers, who, they assert, have
responsibilities similar to these of en-
gineering flight test pllots? DOT seeks
inclusion of engineering flight test pilots
and aeronautical procedures speclialists
under § 233.22 rather than § 223.23. In
the alternative, it requests that the Board
withdraw the proposed amendment to
§ 223.23. After due consideration of all
the comments, we have determined not to
adopt our proposal in EDR-302 and to
terminate this proceeding.

Our regulations presently provide for
free transportation of three groups of
Federal Aviation Administration em-
ployees. Under section 223.22, safety in-
spectors may demand free transporta-
tion from any air carrier, in order to
carry out their duty to inspect “during
flight * * * aijrcraft, its engines, propel-
lers, appliances, route facilitles, opera-
tional procedures, or airman compe-
tency.” * The language of this section is
mandatory on air carriers, and no limi-
tations are placed on the timing or fre-
quency of the free transportation. Safety
inspectors require this broad grant of au~
thority, however, because inspection dur-
ing revenue flight is an integral element
of the performance of their duties. Ob-
servation of aircraft operation is not
merely & useful adjunct to a safety in-
spector’s job; the inspector must have
access to the aircraft in order to per-
form the necessary inspections.

The other two gategories of FAA per-
sonnel authorized for free transportation,
traffic controllers and aircraft communi-
cators, are covered Ly the terms of
§ 223.23° This section provides a more
limited grant of access to aircraft than
§ 223.22. Under § 223.23, the authoriza-

3The DOT comment was accompanicd by
a motion for leave to file late, which we will
grant.

3Since we have determined not to adopt
any part of our proposed rule, the comments
of these FAA employees are mooted. Never-
theless, we would point out that we belleve
that the initial request for job-related free
afr transportation should come from the
agency involved, rather than the individuals
who will obtain the benefit of the free
transportation.

414 CFR 223.22,

S Section 223.23 also provides for free trans-
portation of aviation weather forecasters of
the National Y7eather Service.
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tion to carriers to provide free transpor-
tation is permissive, and each individual
is ordinarily restricted to one round trip
per carrier in any given calendar year®
The section is designed {0 accommodate
the needs of those employees whose du- -~
ties do not require the unrestricted right
to free transportation granted to safety
inspectors.’ Traffic controllers and air-
craft communicators are authorized free
transportation so that they may learn
about inflight problems and procedures,
and thereby improve their job perform-
ance. Perlodic access to aircraft provides
them an opportunity to cbtain valuable
data and a useful perspective on their
jobs. But in contrast to safety inspectors,
the flights are not an essential element
of the duties of these employees.

Nothing thus far presented has indi-
cated to us that the provisions of § 223.23
would be insufficient to meet the require-
ments of engineering flisht test pilots
and aeronautical procedires specialists.
In terms of hoth the frequency with
which they need free transportation and
the purpoze it serves in their duties, the
position of these pgrsons seems eloser to
that of traflic controllers and aircraft
communicators than to that of safety in-
spectors. Thus, DOT states thaf aero-
nautical procedures specialists will gain
“perspective to hetter accomplish their
jobs” by transportation on the carrier
flight deck, and that it would “provide an
opportunity to observe their work prod-
uct being used by the air carrier flight
crew.” ® As for engineering flight test pi-
lots, DOT states that infilight observa-
tion would “greatly enhance” their job
performance.”

We would be prepared to finalize the
rule as proposed. However, in view of the
opposition of DOT to the inclusion of
these employees under section 223.23, we
will not do so. Rather, the Board will
adopt DOT's alternative prayer, and
terminate the proceeding.

(Sectlon 204(a) of the Federal Aviation Act,
os amended, 72 Stat, 743; 43 US.C. 1321.)

By the Civil-Aeronautics Board.

Pavius T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.

{FR D22.77-18916 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am}

e note that § 223.23 dees not imposa any
Umit on the total amount of free transporta-
tion avallable to authorized persons. When
the proper performance of the employee's
ofilcinl duties requires more than one round-
trip on the same carrier during the calendar
year, the individual merely needs to eobtain
certification of this fact from his agency.

2The purpase of § 22328 is Nlusirated by
the preamble to ER-314 (25 FR 5341) which
mada aviation weather forecasters tlizible for
free trancportation. We stated that forecast-
ers, 1ike PAA trafic control and communica-
tions personnel, had official duties which
“relate exclusively to the safety of alreraft in
fiight” and could only perform them “effi-
clently and properly if given an opportunity
to study actual flight conditions and gain a
better understanding of the problems faced
by fllght crews whose operations are de-
pendent on thelr ground based facilities and
services.”

s DOT comments, p. 4.

°1d, p. 5.
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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

[16 CFRPart13]
[File No. 762 3094]

S. S. KRESGE COMPANY

Consent Agreement With Analysis To Aid
Public Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.

ACTION: Provisional consent agree-
ment.

SUMMARY': This consent order, among
other things, requires a Troy, Mich., gen-
eral merchandise retailer, to cease au-
thorizing or instituting credit collection
suits in counties other than where a de-
fendant resides or signed the relevant
contract. Further, where such suits have
already been initiated, the firm is re-
quired to terminate them, vacate any
-rendered judgments, and give notice to
concerned parties that such action has
been taken.

DATE: Comments' must be received on.

or before September 9, 19%7.

ADDRESS: Commeénts should be di-
rected to: Office of the Secretary, Fed-
eral Trade Commission, 6th & Pennsyl-
vania Ave., N.W. Washington, D.C.
20580. :

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Paul R. Peterson, Director, Cleveland
Regional Office, 1339 Federal Office
Building, 1240 East Ninth Street,
Cleveland, OH, 44199, 216-522-42017.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Pursuant to section 6(f) of the FTC Act,
38 Stat. 721, 15 U.S.C. 46 and § 2.34 of
the Commission’s Rules- of Practice (16
CFR 2.34), notice is hereby given that
the following consent agreement con-
taining a consent order to cease and de-
sist and an explanation_thereof, having
been filed with and provisionally ac-
cepted by the Commission, has been
placed on the public record for a period
of sixty (60) days. Public tomment is in-
vited. Such comments or views will be
considered by the Commission and’will
be available for inspection and copying
at its principal office in-accordance with
§ 4.9(b) (14) of?the Commission’s Rules
of Practice (16 CFR 4.9(b) (14)).

In the matter of S. S. Kresge Company, a
corporation; file No. 762 3094; Agreement
Contalning consent order to cease and
desist. ‘

The Federal Trade Commission having
initiated an investigation of certain acts and
practlces of S, S. Kresge Company, & cor-
poration, hereinafter sometimes referred to
a8 proposed respondent, and of certain acts
and practices of other parties, in connection
with the collection of retail credit-accounts,
and in appearing that proposed respondent
is willing to enter into an agreement con-
taining an order to cease and desist from the
use of the acts and practices -being
investigated,

It is hereby agreed by and between S. S.
Kresge Company, by its duly authorized of-
ficer, and its attorney, and counsel for the
Federal Trade Commission that:

1. Proposed respondent S. S. Kresge Com-

,bany is a corporation organized, existing, and
doing business under and by virtue of the

PROPOSED RULES

laws of the State of Michigan, with its office
and principal place of business located at
3100 West Big Beaver, in the City of Troy,
State of Michigan 48084.

2. Proposed respondent admits all the ju-
risdictional facts set forth in the draft of
the complaint here attached.

- 3. Proposed respondent waives: (a) Any
further procedural steps; (b) The require-~
ment that the Commission’s decision con-
tain a statement of findings of fact and con-
clusions of law; and (c) All rights to seek
Judicial review or otherwise to challenge or
contest—the validity of the order entered
pursuant to this agreement.

4. This agreement shall not become a part
of the official record of the proceeding unless
and until it is accepted by the Commission.
If this agreement is accepted by the Com-
mission it, together with the draft of com-~
plaint contemplated thereby, will be placed
on the publicrecord for a period of sixty (60)
days and information in respect thereto
publicly released; and such acceptance may
be withdrawn by the Commission if com-
ments or views submitted to-the Commission
disclose facts or considerations which in-
dicate that the order contained in the agree-
ment 1is inappropriate, improper, or
inadequate.

5. This agreement is for settlement pur-
poses only and does not constitute an
admission by proposed respondent that the
law has been violated as alleged in theé said
copy of the complaint here attached.

6. This agreement contemplates that, if it
is accepted by the Commission, and if such

“ acceptance is not subsequently withdrawn

by the Commission pursuant to the pro-
visions of § 2.3¢ of the Commission’s Rules,
the Commission may, without furthér notice
to proposed respondent, (1) issue its com-
plaint corresponding in form and substance
with the draft of complaint here attached
and its decision containing the following
order to cease and desist in disposition of the

. proceeding, and (2) make information public

in respect thereto. When so entered,‘the order
shall have the same force and effect and may
be altered, modified or set aside in the same
manner and within the same time provided
by statute for other orders. The order shall
become final upon service. Mailing of the
complaint and decision containing the
agreed-to prder to proposed respondent’s
address as stated in this agreement shall
constitute service. Proposed respondent
walves any right it may have to any other
manner of service. The complaint may be
used in construing the terms of the order,
and no agreement, understanding, repre-
sentation, or interpretation not contained in
the order or the agreemgnt may be used to
vary or contradict the terms of the order.

7. Proposed respondent has read the pro-
posed complaint and order contemplated
hereby, and it understands that once the
order has been issued, it will be required to
file one or more compliance reports showing
that it has fully complied with the ordef, and
that it may be liable for a civil penalty in
the amount provided by law for each viola-
tion of the order after it becomes final.

ORDER
I

It is ordered, That proposed respondent,
S. S. Kresge Company, a corporation, and its
successors; assigns, officers, agents, represent-
atives and employees, directly or through
any corporation, subsidiary, division or other
device, in connection with the collection of
retail credit accounts in ‘or affecting com-
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the Fed-
“eral Trade Commission Act, as amended, do
forthwith cease and desist from authorizing
the institution of or instituting retail collec-
tion suits other than in the county where

the defendant resides at the commencement
of the actlon, or in the county where the

- defendant signed the retail credit contract

sued upon. Institution of sult ih tho county
appearing from proposed respondent’s busi«
ness records to be defendant's last known ad«
dress shall be compliance, unless proposed
respondent otherwlse knows of a morg o«
rent address. This provision shall not pro«
empt any rule of law which further limits
choice of forum or which requires, in actiony
quasi in rem or involving real property or
fixtures attached to real property, that suit
be instituted in a particular county. The
term ‘“county” includes any equivalent po-
Itical subdivision known by some othor
term. B
I

It is Further Ordered, That as to any retall
credit collection sult instituted In the name
of proposed respondent by collection agencies
or other partles subsequent to the date of
this order, outside the county whero the do«
fendant resldes or signed the contract sued
upon and which is not required by ritle of
law to be instituted in some other county,
such* suit shall be terminated and any do-
fault judgment entered thereunder vacated
forthwith after proposed respondent learns
of such suit or judgment. In all such cases,
clear notice shall be provided to tho defond-
ants to these actions, to each 'consumor
reporting agency,” as such termt is defined
in the Falr Credit Reporting Act (16 U.S8.C
Section 603) which proposed respondent
knows or has reason to know recorded the
suit or judgment In its files, and to any
other person or organization upon recuest of
the defendant.

I

It is Further Ordered, That proposed ro«
spondent shall forthwith dellver a copy of
this order to each of its subsidlaries and op-
erating divisions dealing with consumoer
credit and to each agency with whom pros
posed respondent currently places its retall
credit accounts for collection, and to any
other agency prlor to referral of proposed
respondent’s retall credit accounts for col«
lection. Proposed respondent shall obtaitt
and preserve for two (2) years after it tors
minates its business relatlonship with any
agency with regard to the collection of retail
credit accounts, a signed and dated states
ment from each agency acknowledging ree
ceipt of the order and willingness to comply
with 1¢t. .

v -

It is further ordered, That proposed ro-
spondent notify the Commission at least
thirty days prior to any proposed change it
the corporate respondent such as dissolution,
assignment or sale resulting in the emer«
gence of a successor corporation, or any
other change In the corporation, including
the creation or dissolution of subsidinriey,
which may affect compliance obligationy
arlsing out of the order,

It is further ordered, That proposed roe-
spondent shall, within sixty (60) days and at
the end of six (6) months after the effettive
date of the order served upon {t, file with the
Commission a report, in writing, signed by
proposed respondent setting forth in dotail
the manner and form of its compliance with
this order.

S. S, KrRESGE COMPANY
[File No. 762 3004|

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED CONSENT ORDER TO AID
« PUBLIC COMMENT

The Federal Trade Commission has aoe
cepted an agreement to a proposed consent
order from S, S. Kresge Company.

The proposed consent order has beon
placed on the public record for sixty (60)

P
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days for reception of comments by interested
parties and the public. Comments received
during this period will become part of the
public record. After sixty (60) days, the Com-
mission will again review the agreement and
the- comments received and will decide
whether it will withdraw from the agreement
or make -final the agreement’s proposed
order, -

S. S. Eresge Company is a Michigan Cor-
poration which engages -in mass retafl mer-
chandising. Its subsidiary, K-Ma$t Enter-
prises, Inc., has in the past instituted a pro-
gram of granting credit to consumers
through the use of credit cards. The com-
plaint alleges that Kresge, in attempting to
collect allegedly delinquent retail credit ac-
counts, placed some of these accounts with
debt collection agencies. These agencles,
through their attorneys, sued consumers in
counties other than where the consumer
lived or-signed the purchase contract: As a
result, the cost and inconvenience to con-
sumers of defending the suits effectively de-
prived some of them of the opportunity to
defend themselves. X

The consent order in this matter prohibits
Kresge- from instituting or authorizing the
institution of retail credit collection sults
in counties other than where the defendant
resides or signed the purchase contract. The
consent order also requires Kresge to give
notice to the consumer, .credit reporting

~agencies, and other parties if suits in these
distant countles occur in the future. In addi-
tion, the order requires the respondent to
obtain a statement from any collection agent
that it is willilng to comply with the terms
of this order. Finally, the order requires
Kresge to file a report with the Commission
setting forth the manner and form in which
it has complied with the order.

The order is designed to prevent
Kresge's retail credit customers from
being sued in a county far from their
home or where they purchased goods.
Thus, the order will help insure that con-
sumers have a practical opportunity to
defend themselves. -~

The purpose of this analysls is to facllitate
public comment on the proposed order and
it is not intended to constitute an official
interpretation of the agreement and proposed
order or to modify in any way its terms.

-CaroL M. THoOAS, .
Segretary.

“ [FR Doc.77-19946- Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am|]

[16 CFRPart13 ]
[File No. 751 0011}
UNION CARBIDE CORP.

Consent Agreement With Analysis To Aid.
Public Comment; Correction

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects FR
Doc. 77-15204, Appearing in the FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of Friday, May 27, 1977;
In the Matter of Union Carbide Corp.,
Consent Agreement with Analysis to Aid
Public Comment. . . -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT: -

Gordon Youngwood, Attorney, Bureau

of Competition, Federal Trade Com-~
mission, 2120 L. Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20580 (202-254-6975).

FEDERAL
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The following correction is made in FR
Doc. "77-15204: page 27258, right hand
column, tenth line from the bottom, af-
ter the word “year,” insert the following,
“prior to the calendar year.”

CaroL ‘M. THoxas,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-19900 Flled 7-11-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service
[36CFRPart7]

FIRE ISLAND NATIONAL SEASHORE, NEW

. YORK

Vehicle Use Regulations

AGENCY: National Park Sérvice, In-
terior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The proposed regulations
set forth below include a description of
the off-road routes which would be avail-
able for the use of motor vehicles on Fed-
erally owned lands within Fire Island
National Seashore and a revision of the
existing regulations which control the

-operation of vehicles on off-road routes.

General regulations of the National Park
Service limit the use of motor vehicles to
established public roads, but allow for
off-road use in designated locations un-

- der certain circumstances. A description

of Fire Island's off-road routes is being
included in this proposal as a means of
providing for public comment on the
designation of these routes, as well as on
the regulations controlling vehicle use.
These vehicle use regulations are neces-
sary to preserve the natural resources of
the Seashore to ensure safety for its visi-
tors, and to minimize confiicts with other
land uses. Experience has shown that the
existing regulations should be adjusted
to provide for the imposition of addition-
al restrictions which will keep vehicular
travel at a level low enought to meet these
requirements. The proposed revision in-
corporates, in the regulations, a number
of guidelines and standards which are in-
tended to provide the degree of control
deemed to be necessary to accomplish
National Park Service responsibilities for
management of the Seashore.

DATES: Written comments, suggestions,
or objections regarding this proposal will

- be accepted until August 11, 1977,

ADDRESSES: Comments should be di-
rected to: Superintendent, Fire Island
National Seashore, 120 Laurel Street,
Patchogue, New York 11772,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT: - -
Richard W. Marks, Superintendent,

Fire Island National Seashore, Tele-
phone: 516-289-4810.

. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

BACKGROUND

Fire Island National Seashore is a
roadless area which, nevertheless has a
potential for a large volume of vehicular
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trafiic. A number of communities are lo-
cated within the boundaries of the Sea-
shore, particularly in-the westernmost
section. These communities contain the
{ull-time homes of a number of pecple,
as well as part-time, vacation, or rental
homes which serve 2 much greater num-
ber of people. These homes and the land
on which they are built are privately
owned and most are likely to remain
s0, despite thelr location within the Sea-
shore. The presence of these communi-
ties creates o need for access fo them
not only for residents but in order fo pro-
vide services necessary to the operation
and maintenance of the homes in the
communities. In addition, many visitors
to the Seashore seek to use motor vehi-
cles as a means of access to the beaches
for fishing or hunfing.

The language of Pub. L. §8-587, which
authorized the establishment of Fire Is~
land National Seashore, makes if clear
that protection of the Seashore’s natural
resources was to be a primary objective
in its management. Research at Fire Is-
land and in other seashore areas with
similar characteristics has shown that
there can be adverse resource impacts
associated with the use of motor vehicles
on beaches, dunes, and associated lands.
‘These impacts include both damage to
animal and plant communities and in-
creased beach erosion. Additional im-
pacts, not directly related to natural re-
sources, result from the use of vehicles
on public beaches, including adverse ef-
fects on the safety of beach users and on
the esthetic atmosphere of beaches which
are largely free of mechanical intru-
sions

The needs and interests for vehicular
travel on land owned or conirolled by
the United States within the Seashore,
coupled with the potential impacts of
this travel, indicate a need to restrict the
use of vehicles to a greater degree. For
a number of years, control has been pro-
vided by the rezulations now contained
in paragraph (2) of §7.20, 36 CFR,
coupled with guidelines established by
the Seashore administration. The degree
of control afforded by these regulations
and puldelines, however, has not been
adequate to prevent recent large increas-
es in volume and frequency of vehicular
travel on Seashore lands. The purpose
of this proposed amendment is to clear-
ly state the restrictions which will be ap-
plied to vehicle use and to establish
standards for the issuance of vehicle
permits and for travel under these per-
mits. It will also describe the off-road
routes on which this travel may take
place. These regulations are necessary
so that vehicular travel on Seashore
lands may be limited to a level of envi-
ronmental impact which is acceptable
under the Seashore’s authorizing legis-
lation and E.O. 11644, as amended by E.O.
11989 (42 FR 26959, May 25, 1977). _

AREAS AFFECTED

These regulations are intended to ap-
ply to a variety of lands on Fire Ysland.
These lands include properties within
the boundary of the Seashore for which
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the United States holds fee simple title
or some other interest and for which
the National Park Service has land man-
agement responsibility. Included in this
coverage are those state-owned lands be-
low the mean high water line on the
southerly (Atlantic Ocean) shore of the
island, for which the State of New York
has authorized use and occupation by the
United States by means of an indenture
dated May 6, 1968. Another category of
lahds to which these regulations would
apply is the 90 acre tract, commonly
known as the “Lighthouse Tract,” which
is situated between two units of the Rob-
ert Moses State Park and is west of the
westernmost boundary of the Seashore.
The U.S. Coast Guard has, through g li-
cense valid until 1979, assigned to the
National Park Service responsibility for
management of this Federally-owned
land, which has significant historieal and
natural resource values and may some-
day be included within the Seashore.
The definition of “Seashore lands” sup-
plied in paragraph (a) (1) (ii) of the reg-
ulations includes all of the lands de-

scribed above. The regulations would not -

be applicable to travel on privately-
owned lands or to lands within Smith
Point County Park; vehicle travel on
such lands is controlled by the.regula-
tions of several local jurisdictions. ’

DESIGNATION OF ROUTES

Off-road travel by motor vehicles with-
in areas of the National Park System
is controlled hy the provisions of Execu-
tive Order 11644, issued February 9, 1972,
as amended by E.O. 11989 (May 25, 1977),
and a general National Park Service reg-
ulation (36 CFR 4.19), which imple-
ments the Executive Order. Under this
regulation, extensively revised in 1974,
off-road travel is’ prohibited except on
routes or areas designated -for this use
in recreational areas, such as national
seashores. At Fire Island, routes for off-

- limit is intended to reduce the over-

road travel were designated 2 number -

of years ago but have nof yet been re-
designated through the procedures out-
lined in the revised regulation (36 CFR
4.19, April 1, 1974) . These procedures in-
clude publication of a notice in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, with & period of at least
30 days to be provided for the public to
comment on the designation described
in the notice. .

A review of routes for off-road travel
on-Fire Island was conducted as a por-
tion of the assessment of dlternatives for
dealing with vehicular travel in the Sea-
shore. On the basis of this, it was deter-
mined that the routes which had pre-
viously been designated should be pro-
posed for continued designation. These
routes are described in subparagraph (2)
of the proposed regulation.

* Designation of these routes would not
mean that unlimited motor vehicle use
could take place on them. Their use

would be subject, to the restrictions set .

forth in the remainder of these regula-
tions. These restrictions are intended to
greatly reduce the potential for adverse
impact which could come from the off-
road travel.

PROPOSED RULES

TRAVEL REGULATIONS

In reviewing the natute of the motor
vehicle issue at Fire Island, it has been
determined that the most effective, feasi-
ble, and equitable method of controlling
vehicular use is to impose two levels of
control. The first level deals’ with re-
stricting the availability of permits to
those who have demonstrated needs for
access to the island which cannot be an-
swered by alternative transportation, as
defined in the regulations. Permits will
be issued for vehicular travel only un-
der the circumstances specified in sub-
paragraphs (5), (6), and (7) of the regu-
lations. These restrictions are designed to
protect Seashore resources and visitor
use of Seashore lands from the efiects
of large numbers of vehicles which might
seek to engage in non-essential travel on
these lands in the absence of limitations.

It was recognized that allowing un-
limited travel by the vehicles which
qualify for permits would mnot provide
adequate protection for Seashore lands.

It is -intended that these regulations
will form the basis for restricting vehicu-
lar travel to the maximum extent feasi-
ble, taking into account legitimate and
essential needs of persons who demon~
strate a necessity for such travel, when
and where alternative transportation is
not available. This action is not intended
to take from any property owner any
existing rights of vehicular access which
may have been established by reserva-
tion, grant, prescription, or impHecation
in accordance with state law. The reg-
ulations will serve only to control the
manner in which such rights muy be
exercised. It should be pointed out that
the issuance of Natlonal Park Service
motor vehicle permits in the past, or
the possession of a permit from & local
jurisdiction, does not in itself establis
a right of vehicular access. Due to the
history of Fire Island and ifs roadless
character, it is likely that few, if any,
persons hold such access rights.

For those circumstances where vehicu-
lar travel will not be permitted, tho

Therefore, controls have also been placed primary means of access to Fire Island
on the travel which is authorized for will remain watercraft. Historically, this
vehicles with permits. These controls, has been the method by which most is-
as set out in subparagraph (10), permit land visitors and residents have reached
a level of travel which is intended to the area. It is only in recent years that
meet only essential needs and not that bridges have made Fire Island readily
which is merely convenient for those accessible to motor vehicles, and it i3
who wish to travel to or from the island. an important objective in the manage-
The principal key to the application of ment of the Seashore to maintiin, to
these controls is the schedule of alter- the degree possible, its character as an
native transportation services. The spirit area largely free of motor vehicles. The
and intent of these regulations is that, island is served by a number of licensed
under circumstances where alternative or franchised passenger ferries, whose
transportation is available, travel by schedules vary with seasonal demands
motor vehicles will not be permitted. for travel to the island. It is these
A limit of one round trip per vehicle ferries which now provide, in most cir-
per day, to be perforimed only during cumstances, a reasonable transportation
specified times, is being proposed for elternative to the use of vehicles.
those situations where vehicular travel Other waterborne means of transpor-
will be permitted. The one round trip tation, including water taxis and private
boats, are also available for travel to and
all number of miles driven on Seashore from the island, although such equip-
lands, thereby reducing resource impact ment is not included in the regulations'
resulting from this travel. Purthermore, definition of “alternative transportae
time limitations will eliminate vehicleuse tion.” In the development of this defini~
on the beaches at all times when they tion, which is of great importance in de-
are being heavily used by people, thereby ! termining if vehicular travel will be per~
reducing conflicts and safety hazards as- mitted, primary attention was given to
sociated with simultaneous use of lands describing the characertistics necessary
by both pedestrians and vehicles. When to make reliance on waterborne trange
travel is permitted, both halves of a portation reasonable. The requirement
round trip meay be performed during for service before 9:00 a.n. and after
either the early or late portions of the 5:00 p.m. is included to cover situationg
day. Alternatively, one.half of a round where persons must remain on eithet.
trip may take place during the early the island or the mainland for most of
part of a day and the other half during the day. The requirement for additional
the late part of the same day. Also, service if the early and late trips are
& vehicle may leave the island on one more than 8 hours apart is to insure that
day and return on another day during persons whose needs require less than
the authorized hours, or vice versa. The all-day stays do not have to wait an
regulations do provide for possible. ex- unreasonable period of time for return
ceptions to these restrictions, but these transportation. Further standards In the
exceptions will be granted only under definition deal with locations of trans-
very limited circumstances and not on portation terminals and with the suita-
a routine basis. Enforcement of the bility of the transportation service to
limits on number of trips and times of carry persons or objects. It should be
travel, as well as other restrictions con- emphasized that subparagraph (10) of
tained in these regulations, will be per-_ the regulations provides that motor ve-
tormed by National Park Service per-" hicle travel is generally permitted only
sonnel located at entrance .points at when alternative transportation is not
both the eastern and western ends of the available. Since most locations on the s«
Seashore. land are served by alternative transpor-

»
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tation on all summer days, there will be
few situations in which vehicle travel
will be permitted during the summer
period. Even in these rare instances,
travel will not be indiscriminant but
will be subject to the one round trip per
day limitation and will be permitted
only before 9:00 a.m. or after 6:00 p.m.
During spring and fall weekends, when
alternative transportation is also widely
available, these same limitatio will
apply. . -
InPACT ANALYSIS

An assessment of the management
alternatives for controlling vehicular use
within Fire Island National Seashore
has been prepared by the National Park
Service, and a review of the alternatives
has been performed, whereupon it has
been determined that preparation of an
environmental impact statement is not
warranted. This assessment is available
for public review at the Seashore head-
quarters office, or interested parties may
request copies of it from the Superin-
tendent.

At the present time, a general man-
agement plan covering all aspects of
the management of Fire Island National
Seashore is being prepared. Elements of
this master plan have received prelimi-
nary public review and the entire plan
will be the subject of an environmental
impact statement. Originally, the Na-
tional Park Service had intended to hold
in abeyance the revision of vehicle regu-
lations until completion of the general
management plan. However, given the
unanticipated delay in completing the
plan and the necessity to take action now

_to limit vehicle use, this subject is being
dealt with in advance of final action on
the general management plan. The reg-
ulations proposed herein are consistent
with the plan in its presént form, but
will not preclude the consideration of
other proposals for controlling vehicles
on Fire Island. If public comment or
other processes result in changes in the

. plan, placing these regulations in con-

flict with it, the regulations will be modi-
fied accordingly.

PusLIC PARTICIPATION

.~ It is the policy of the Department of
the Interior, to the extent possible, to
permit public participation in the rule-
making process. Accordingly, interested
persons are invited to submit written
comments, suggestions, or objections on
this proposal. All such comments re-
ceived will be reviewed to "determine
whether changes should be made in
these regulations. Comments should be
directed to the Superintendent, as speci-
fied in the ADDRESSES section of this
notice. *

In addition it is expected that public
meetings to discuss these regulations will
be held in the Fire Island vicinity during
the public comment period. A schedule
of these meetings will be announced by
- the Superintendent through local news
media.

IMPLEMENTATION DATE

It is anticipated that the revised reg-
ulations will become effective on approx-
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imately September 15 and that they will
serve as a basis for issuance of permits
after that date. At the present time, mo-
tor vehicle permits for Fire Island have
been reissued or extended and will be
valid through September 15, 1977. This
date is approximately the end of the
summer season on the island. These per-
mits are subject to restrictions similar to
those incorporated in the regulations
now being proposed.

AUTHORITY

The promulgation of these amenda-
tory regulations is proposed under the
authority of section 3 of the Act of Au-
gust 25, 1916, 39 Stat. 535, as amended
(16 U.S.C. 3): section 2(b), Pub. L. 91-
383, 84 Stat. 826 (16 U.S.C. 1¢); section
7, Pub. L. 88-581, 78 Stat. 931 (16 U.S.C.
459e-6) ; Paragraph (b) of the Act of
August 7, 1946, 60 Stat. 885 (16 U.S.C.
17i-2(b)); E.O. 11644 (37 FR 28177), as
amended; 245 DM-~1 (42 FR 12931) ; Na-
tional Park Service Order No. 77 (38 FR
7478) ; -and Regional Director, North At-
lantic Region, Order No. 2 (42 FR 27387).

DRAFTING INFORIIATION

‘The following persons participated in
the writing of the regulation: Richard W.
Marks, Fire Island National Seashore;
Carl Christensen, Division of Ranger
Activities and Protection; and Sharon
Allender, Office of the Solicitor.

Norte~The National Park Service has de-
termined that this document deces not con-
tain a major proposal requiring preparation
of an Economic Impact Statement under
Executive Order 11821 and OMB Circular

A-107.
RrceArD W, MARKS,
Superintendent,
Firé Island National Seashore.

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed that paragraph (a) of § 7.20 of
Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations,
be revised to read as follows:

§ 7.20 Fire Island National Scashore.

(a) Operation of motor vehicles— (1)
Definitions. The {following definitions
shall apply to all provisions of this para-
graph.

(1) “Act” means the Act of Septem-
ber 11, 1964 (Pub. 1., 88-587, 78 Stat. 928,
16 U.S.C. 459¢ et seq.), or as the same
may be amended or supplemented, which
authorizes the establishment of the Sea-
shore. -

(ii) “Seashore lands” means any lands
or interests in lands owned or hereafter
acquired by the United States within the
authorized boundaries of the Seashore. It
shall also mean any lands or interests in
lands owned by the United States which
are on the island, outside the authorized
boundaries of the Seashore, and managed
for recreational purposes by the National
Park Service pursuant to an agreement
with another Federal agency. -

(iif) “Ysland” means the entirety of
Fire Island, New York, without regard
for property ownership, jurisdiction, or
the boundaries of Fire Island National
Seashore,

(iv) “Mainland” means the land of
Long Island, New York.
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(v) “Motor vehicle” means a device
which is self-propelled by internal com-~
bustion or electrical energy and in, upon,
or by which any person or material is or
may be transported on land.

(vl) “Dune crossing’” means an access
route over a2 primary dune which has
been designated and appropriately
posted.

(vil) “Public utility vehicle” means
any motor vehicle operated and owned
or leased by a public utility or public
service company franchised or licensed to
supply, on the island, electricity, water,
or telephone service, while that vehicle is
in use for supplying such service.

(vil) “Residents” means those persons
who-live continuously for at least nine
months in permanent dwellings located
on the island and demonstrate their in-
tent to make such dwellings their fixed
and ent homes.

(ix) “Service vehicle” means any mo-
tor vehicle, other than a public utility
vehicle, whose use on the island is es-
sential to the continued use of residences
on the island. This may include vehicles
used for the following purposes, while in
use for such purposes:

(A) Transporting heating fuel and
bottled gas.

(B) Construction, repair, or mainte-
nance of structures and plumbing or
heating facilities.

(C) Sanitation or refuse removal.

(D) Community services.

(E) 'Transporting materials to individ-
uals and to retail business establish-
ments on the island. -

(%) “Official vehicle” means any motor
vehicle operated and owned or leased by
a Federal, state, or local governmental
agency, except for law enforcement ve-
hicles and fire fighting apparatus, while
that vehicle is being used to transact the
official business of that agency.

(2) Routes for motor vehicle iravel.
No motor vehicle may be operated on
Seashore lands except on routes desig-
nated for that purpose and subject to the
limitation of this paragraph (a). The
following are the routes for off-road mo-
tor vehicle travel on Seashore lands,
which shall be designated on a map avail-
eble at the office of the Superintendent
or by the posting of signs where appro-
priate: i

(1) The Atlantic Ocean beach on the
south shore of Fire Island, within the
Seashore boundaries, from the mean high
water mark to the water’s edge.

(i) A 0.5 mile route in the interior of
the island, crossing the “Lighthouse-
Tract” from the easterly end of the
paved road in the Robert Moses State
Park to the eastern boundary of the
Tract.

(ii1) A 300 foot interior route from the
eastern boundary of the detached eastern
section of Robert Moses State Park to
the western boundary of the community
of Lighthouse Shores, across the land
commonly referred to as the “Greenburg
Tract.”

(iv) An interior route which extends
the length of the island, commonly re-
ferred to as the “Burma Road”, for lim-

ited travel by public utility vehicles.
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(v) Posted dune crossings from the
beach to the “Burma Road” or to path-
ways within the island communities.

(3) Alternate means of transporta-
tion. In providing for access to the island,
the Superintendent shall require maxi-
mum possible reliance on those means of
transportation which are other than pri-
vate motor vehicles and which have the
minimum feasible impact on Seashore
Jands. As used in this paragraph (a),
the term “alternative transportation”
shall mean a waterborne conveyance that
is licensed for hire and that provides a
reasonable means of transportation be-
tween the mainland and the island. Such
alternative transportation shall be
deemed to exist for each particular fac-
tual situation in which: °*

(i) The schedule of the transportation
service in question_ permits departure
from an island terminal before 9 a.m.
and departure from a mainland terminal
after 5 p.m. on the same day; and

(i) When the interval between the
earliest and latest service provided by
the transportation service in question on
any day exceeds 8 hours, such service
provides at least one round trip between
the mainland and the island during that
interval; and

(iii) The island transportation termi-

nal in question is no more than one
‘mile by planked or surfaced pathway
from the point of origin or destination
on the island or from a point on the
island to which access by motor vehicle
is permitted; and .

(iv) The mode of transportation in
question is adequate to carry the person
or object to be transported.

(4) Permit required. No motor vehi-
cle, other than a piece of firefighting
apparatus or s motor vehicle operated
and owned or leased by a duly constituted
law enforcement agency having jurisdic-
tion within the Seashore, shall be oper-
ated on Seashore lands without a valid
permit issued by the Superintendent.

(5) Permit eligibility. Any person, firin, _

pattnership, corporation, organization,
or agency falling within the categories
listed below may apply to the Super-
intendent for a permit, using a form to
be supplied for that purpose. The fol-
lowing will be eligible to submit permit
applications: .

() Persons who are yedr-round,resi-
dents.

(if) Persons who are less than year-.
round residents and whd can demon-
strate that access by motor vehicle is
essential to their occupancy because of an
ambulatory or other severe handicap, a
serious health consideration, or lack of.
alternative transportation.

(iil) Those persons, firms, partner-
ships, corporations, organizations, or
agencies which provide services essential
to the occupancy of residences on the
island.

(iv) Those persons who require access
by motor vehicle to Seashore lands for
fishing or hunting, provided such access
is compatible with conservation and pres-
ervation of Seashore resouices.

" (v) Those owners of estates in real
property located on the island who re-
quire access to that property on days

PROPOSED RULES

1\:vhen there is no alternative transporta-
ion. -

(6) Standards for issuance of permilts.
Permits will not be issued for the conven-
ience of travel on Seashore lands. The
Superintendent shall approve an appli-
cation for a-motor vehicle permit with
appropriate limitations and restrictions
or deny the application, in accordance
with the provisions of this paragraph
(a) . Permits will be issued only for those
motor vehicles whose travel on Seashore
lands is deemed by the Superintendent
to be essential to the management or
recreational use of island resources, or
to the occupancy of residences or the

‘ownership of real property on the island.

In making this determination, the Su-
perintendent shall consider the purposes
of the Act in providing for the conserva-
tion and preservation of the natural re-

sources of the Seashore and for the en--

Jjoyment of these resources by the public;
the scope and purpose of siich travel; the
availability of alternative transportation
on the day or days when the applicant
for a permit requests to travel on Sea-
shore lands; the existence of other per-
mits issued to the applicant; and, in the
case of public utility, service, and official
vehicles, the feasibility of basing such
vehicles and related equipment on the is-
land rather than the mainland.

('1) Vehicle restrictions. Any motor ve-
hicle whose owner or operator has been
found to qualify for a permit, according
to the standards set forth in subpara-

" graphs (5) and (6) of this paragraph,

must, prior to the issuande of such per-
mit:

(i) Have a valid permit or other au-
thorization for operation- on the island
issued by the local government agency or
agencies within whose jurisdiction the
travel is-to be performed, if such permis-
sion or authorization is required by such
agency or agencies.

(i) Be capable, of four-wheel drive
operation. .

(iii) Have a rated capacity not in ex-
cess of one ton, unless the use of a larger
vehicle will result in 4 reduction of over-

‘all motor vehicle travel.

(iv) Meet the requirements of §§ 4.12,
4.19(e), 4.20, and 4.21 of this chapter and
conform to all applicable state Jaws re-
garding licensing, registration, inspec-
tion, insurance, and required equipment.

(8) Limitlations on numbers of permits.
The Superintendent is authorized to
limit the total number .of permits for
motor vehicle travel on Seashore lands,
and/or to limit the number of permits
issued for each category of eligible ap-
plicants listed in subparagraph (5) of
this paragraph, as necessary for resource
protection, public safety, or visitor en-
joyment. In establishing such limits, the
Superintendent shall utilize such factors
as the type of use or purpose for which
travel is authorized, the availability of
other means of transportation, limits es-
tablished by local jurisdictions, historic
patterns of use, multiplicity of existing
permits held by individuals, esthetic and
scenic values, visitor uses, safety, soil,
weather, erosion, terrain, wildlife, vege-
tation, noise, management capabilities,

~

and any similar limitations imposed by
local governmental agencies of compe-
tent jurisdiction. Before making a final
decision to adopt any limitation author~
ized by this subparagraph, notice of such
intention shall be made through posting
or news releases, and publication in the
“Federal Register,” and the public shall
be provided a period of 30 days in which
to comment upon the proposed limita-
tion.

(9) Permit limitations. (1) No permit
issued under these regulations shall be
valid for more than one year. The Super«
intendent may issue permits for lesser
periods, as appropriate for the travel re-
quired or the time of year at which a
permit is issued.

(i) Permits for public utility, service,
and official vehicles shall specify theo
number of vehicles and identify each ve-
hicle.whose use is authorized thereby.
Permits for other motor vehicles will
apply only to the single, specific vehicle
for which issued. .

(dii) Permits are not transferable to
another motor vehicle or to a new owney
or Jessee of the vehicle for which issued.

(iv) Permits may specify a single or
multiple uses or purposes for which
travel on Seashore lands is permitted.
The limitations and restrictions on au-
thorized travel set forth in subparagraph
(10) of this paragraph shall apply, how=-
ever, depending upon the specific use or
purpose for which a permitted motor
vehicle is being utilized at the timo of
travel.

(v) Permits may contain such other
limitations or conditions as the Superin.
tendent deems necessary for resource
protection, public safety, or vistor enjoy~
ment. Limitations mayv include, but will
not be limited to, restrictions on loca-
tions where vehicle travel is authorized
and times, dates, or frequency of travel,
in accordance with the provisions of this
paragraph (a).

(10) Authorized travel. () Except as
specifically provided elsewhere in this
subparagraph (10), travel across Seae
shore lands by motor vehicles with valid
permits will be authorized only on those
days in which the island location, which
is the point of origin or destination of
travel or is another point to which access
by motor vehicle is permitted, 1s not
served by alternative transportation.
When alternative transportation serv-
ices satisfy the definition of alternative
transportation in subparagraph (3) of
‘this paragraph, the schedule of trans-
portation services available for the is-
land community or communities named
in the permit application shall determino
the days when travel is not authorized
for the motor vehicle to which that per«
mit applies. .

(ii) On any day on which-travel by
motor vehicle is authorized due to a lack
of alternative transportation, travel shall
be limited to not more than one round
trip per vehicle per day between tho
mainland and the island, and may be
performed at any time except the follow-
ing periods:

(A) From 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on all
Saturdays, Sundays, and national holi-
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- days from May 1 through June 13 and
from September 15 through October 31.
(B) From 9:00 am. to 6:00 pm. on
all days from June 14 through Septem-
ber 14.

dil) The Superintendent may, for
situations where the restrictions in sub-
division (i) of this subparagraph would
create a severe hardship, authorize ad-
ditional trips or travel-at other hours.

(iv) In the case of public utility, serv-
ice, and official vehicles for which per-
mits have been issued, the Superintend-
ent may authorize travel on Seashore
lands af any time that he determines
travel by such vehicle is essential, not-~
withstanding the above limitations and
restrictions on authorized travel.

(v) Authorization for travel pursuant
to subdivision (iii) and (iv) of this sub-

" paragraph shall be made only by the
terms and conditions of the permit, for
recurring travel, or by written permission
from the superintendent, for single oc~
casions.

(vi) In an emergency involving the
protection of life or a threatened sub-
stantial loss of property, travel by &
motor vehicle which is under permit is
authorized at any time.

(vii) The Superintendent may sus-
pend any travel by motor vehicle other-

" wise permitted under this paragraph (a)
when in his judgment such travel is in-
consistent with the purpose of the Act
or when such factors as weather, tides, or
other physical conditions rénder travel
hazardous or would endanger Seashore
resources. Such suspension of travel shall
be announced by the posting of appro-
priate signs or verbal order of the Super-
intendent.

_ (i) In accordance with the pro-
cedures set forth in §2.6(b) of this

. chapter, the Superintendent may estab-
lish a limit on the number of motor
vehicles permitted on any portion of, or
the entirety of, the Seashore lands at
any one time when such limits are re-
quired in the interests of public safety,
protection of the resources of the area,
or coordination with other visitor uses.

(11) Rules of itravel. () When two
motor vehicles approach from opposite
directions in the same track on Sea-~
shore lands, both operators shall reduce
speed and the operator with the water to
his left shall yield the right of way by
turning out of the track of the right.

(ii} No motor vehicle shall be operated
on any porfion of a dune on Seashore
lands except at dune crossings.

(iii) No person shall operate a motor
vehicle on Seashore lands at a speed in
excess of 20 miles per hour.

.~ ({v) The speed of any mofor vehicle
being operated on Seashore lands shall
be reduced to five miles per hour upon
approaching or passing within 100 feet
of ‘any person not in a motor vehicle, or
when passmg through or over any dune
crossings.”

(12) Violations. (i) Failure to comply
with the conditions of any permit issued
pursuant to this paragraph will consti-

_tute a violation of these regulations.

N
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(ii) In addition {o any penalty re-
quired by § 1.3(a) of this chapter for a
violation of regulations in this para-
graph, the Superintendent may also sus-
pend or revoke the permit of a motor
vehicle involved in such a violation.

(13) Severability. The invalidation of
any provision of this paragraph (a) by
any court of competent jurisdiction shall
not invalidate any other provision hereof.

[FR Doc.77-108865 Flled 7-11-77:8:45 am|)

Bureau of Land Management
[ 43CFRPart3300]

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LEASING
Environmental Studies
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: These proposed regulations
will govern the timing and the type of
environmental studies to be undertaken
by the BLM as needed for the assessment
and management of environmental im-
pacts on the marine and coastal envi-
ronmental impacts on the marine and
coastal environments of the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf resulting from oil and gas
leasing.

DATE: Comments are due‘on or before
August 11, 1977.

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Director
(210), Bureau of Land Management,
Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Robert Bruce, Division of Legislation
and Regulatory Management, Bureau
of Land Management, Washington,
D.C. 20240 (202-343-8735) or Frank
Monastero, Division of Minerals En-
vironmental Assessment (730), Bureau
of Land Management, Washington,
D.C. 20240 (202-343-7744).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Under the authority of section 5 of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1334) these regulations are being
issued to establish guidelines and proce-
dures for the use of environmental stud-
ies in the leasing of oil and gas on the
Outer Continental Shelf. These regula-
tions formalize a program that the
Bureau of Land Management has con-~
ducted for a number of years. Since 1972
the BLM has engaged in environmental
studies planning with the first contract
data for the OCS program being formal-
ized in 1973.

Section 3301.1(a) authorizes the util-
ization of NOAA for conduct of studles
to the extent practicable. This is already
being accomplished under the esxisting
program. The NOAA utilization is further
regulated by provisions of the Economy
Act, 31 U.S.C. 686, and OMB Circular A-
76.

‘The principal author of this proposed
rulemaking is Chris Oynes. Division of
Minerals Resources, Bureau of Land
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Management, assisted by members of the
Bureau’s OCS Task Force.

It is hereby determined that this rule-
making is nof 2 major Federal action sig~
nificantly affecting the quality of the
human environment. No detailed state-
ment pursuant to section 102¢(2)(c) of
the National Environmental Policy Act
is required.

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this document does not
contain a major proposal. requiring
preparation of an Economic Impact Anal-
ysis under Executive Order 11821 and
OMB Circular A-107.

Copies of comments, suggatmns, orab-
Jections made pursuant to this notice will
be available for public inspection in the
Division of Legislation and Regulatory
Management, Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Room 5555, Interior Building,
Washington, D.C., during regular busi~
ness hours (7:45 am.~4:15pm.).

It iIs proposed to amend Chapter IT of
Title 43 of the Code of Federal Rezula-~
tions by adding a new § 3301.7 to subpart
3301 as follows:

§ 3301.7 " Environmental studies.

(a) The Director shall conduct a study
of any area or region included in any
lease sale in order to establish informa-
tion needed for assessment and manage-
ment of impacts on the human, marine
and coastal environments of the Outer
Continental Shelf and the nearshore area
which may be affected by off and gas de-
velopment in such area or region. Such
study shall be planned and carried outin
cooperation with the affected coastal -
States and interested parties. To the
maximum extent practicable, the Direc-
tor shall enter into appropriate agree-
ments with the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration for the per-
formance of the studies required or au-
thorized by this rezulation. Cooperative
agreements with affected ‘States may be
entered into for the purpose of carrying
out the studies authorized in this section.

(b) Any study of an area or region
shall be designed to (1) develop informa-
tion on the status of the environment,
(2) topredict impacts, to the extent prac-
ticable, on the marine biota resulting
from chronic low level pollution or large
spills associated with Outer Continental
Shelf production and resulting from the
introduction of drill cuttings and drill-
ing muds in the area, and from the trans-
portation systems serving the offshore
production area, and (3) to predict the
impacts, to the extent practicable, of off-
shore development on the affected Oitter
Continental Shelf and nearshore areas.

(c) Data collection or other study pro-
gram activity in connection with the
study required by paragraph (a) of this
section shall be commenced no later than
6 months after the effective date of this
regulation with respect to all sales held
either before or to be held within one
year of its effective date. For all subse-
quent sales, the data collection or other
study program activity shall be com-
menced no later than 6§ months prior to
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a lease sale. The Director may utilize
information collected in any study prior
to the effective date of this section in
conducting any such study.

(d) The Director shall, after being
notified, of. the submission of any devel-
opment and production plan in an area
or region under study,.complete the
study provided for in this section prior
to the date for final approval of any de-
velopment and production plan for any
lease area. Failure to complete any such
study in a lease area shall not alone be a
basis for precluding the approval of a
development and production plan by the
Secretary, Provided, however, That stud-
ies which are designed to be completed
before development and production ac-
tivities and which would affect the Sec~
retary’s decision are completed. -

(e) After the leasing and developing of
any area or region, the Director shall
conduct such additional studies to estab-
lish additional information as he deems
necessary and shall continue to monitor
the human, marine, and coastal envi-
ronments of such area or region in a
manner designed to provide information
which can be used for comparison with
the results of previously conducted stud-
ies. This will be done to identify any sig~

. nificant changes in the quality and pro-
ductivity of such environments, to estab-
lish trends in the areas studied, and to
design experiments 1dent1fy1ng the
causes of such changes.

= Dated: July 7, 1971.

Ceci. D. ANDRUS,
Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc\77-18902 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am}

PROPOSED RULES

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

[46 CFRPart545]
[Docket No. 71-75]

RULES GOVERNING THE FILING OF
AGREEMENTS BETWEEN COMMON
CARRIERS BY WATER AND/OR “OTHER
PERSONS’’ SUBJECT TO THE SHIPPING
ACT, 1916

Withdrawal of Proposed Rule
AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commis-
sion. *

ACTION: Withdrawal of proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This notice withdraws a
proposed rule providing guidelines relat-
ing to the filing of certain types of agree-

ments for scrutiny pursuant to section
15 of the Shipping Act, 1916. The Com-
mission has determined that various is-
sues raised in the course of the proceed-
ing require further analysis requiring.
the withdrawal of the proposed rule at
this time, The effect of this action is to

- permit the currently effective guidelines

of 46 CFR 530.5 to remain in effect.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 12, 1977.

FOR FURTHER. INFORMATION CON-
TACT: . * -

Joseph C. Polking, Acting Secretary,
Federal Maritime .-Commission, 1100 L
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20573
(202—523—5725)

SUPPLEM:ENTARY INFORMATION :
This proceeding ‘was instituted by a no-
tice of proposed rulemaking published
August 13, 1971 (36 FR 15128) with the

. intention of establishing rules governing

the filing of agreements covering the

lease, license, assignment or use of ma«
rine termindl property or facilitles or
other agreements of a similar nature
between common carriers by water and/
or “other persons” subject to the Ship~.
ping Act, 1916. Upon the request of vari-
ous mterested parties and good cause
appearing, the proceeding was postponed

until further notice on October 14, 1971
(36 FR 19982).

A number of parties had filed com-~
ments in response to our notice of pro--
posed rulemaking. Many of these com-
ments reflected concern and confusion
over the rules proposed in this proceed«
ing as they relate to agreements in-
volving stevedores and stevedoring con-
tracts.

Considering the time lapse since th@
institution of this proceeding and the
technological changes which have oc-
curred in the operation of terminals,
the Commission has decided to withdraw
the proposed rule, discontinue the pres-
ent proceeding, and to review the entire
matter of terminal agreements in order
to determine what further action should
be taken.

Therefore, It is ordered, That this
proceeding be, and hereby is, discon-
. tinued.

And it is further ordered, That the
‘rule proposed on August 13, 1971 and
published on that date in the Feperan
REGISTER (36 FR 15127) be, and hereby
is withdrawn.

By the Commission.

JoserH C. POLKING, .
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-19924 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 am]
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ADMI‘N|STRATIVE CONFERENCE OF
THE UNITED STATES

COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL REVIEW
‘Meeting

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Judicial Review of the Admin-
istrative Conference of the United States,
to be held at 2:00 p.m., July 25, 1977 in
the 7th floor Conférence Room of Cov-
ington and Burling, 888 16th Street, NW,
‘Washington, DC 200086.

The Committee will meet to consider
for the fourth time, a study of “Judicial
Review of Customs Service Actions,” by
Professor-Peter M. Gerhart, as well as
tentative recommendations stemming
from the study.

Attendance is open to the interested
public, ‘but limited to the space avail-
able. Persons wishing to attend should
notify this office at least two days in
advance. The Committee Chairman may,
if he deems it appropriate, permit mems-
bers of the public to present oral state-
ments at the meeting; any member of the
public may file a written statement with
the Committee before, during or after
the meeting.

For further information concerning
- this Committee meeting contact Jeffrey
Lubbers (202-254-7065) . Minutes of the
meeting will be available on request.

RicHARD K. BERG,
E:cecutive'Secretary.

Jury 6, 1977. . -~
[FR Doc.T7-19875 Filed 7—-11—77.8 45 am]

DEPARTMENT (_)F AGRICULTURE
® Soil Conservation Service

CHOCOLATE, LITTLE CHOCOLATE AND
_Ir.g‘gxls BAYOU WATERSHED PROJECT,

Availability of Negative Declaration

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969; the Council on Environmental
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500) ;
and the Soil Conservation Service Guide-
. lines (7 CFR Part 650) ; the Soil Conser-

vation Service, U.S. Department of Agri-
culture, gives notice that an environ-
mental impact statement is not being
prepared for the Chocolate, Little Choco-
late and Lynn Bayou Watershed project,
Calhoun County, Texas.

The environmental assessment of this
Federal action indicates that the project
will not create significant adverse, local,
regional or national impacts on the en-
vironment and that no significant con-
troversy is associated with the project.

As a result of these findings, Mr. George
C. Marks, State Conservationist, Soll
Conservation Service, has determined
that the preparation and review of an
environmental impact statement is not
needed for this project.

The project concerns a plan for water-
shed protection and flood prevention.
The remaining planned works of im-
provement as described in the negative
declaration include Drainage Main and
Laterals Nos. I, I-B, I-C, I-D, I-E, I-F,
I-Fl, I-Fla, I-J, I-K and I-L, Chocolate
Bayou Watershed.

The environmental assessment file is
available for inspection during regular
working hours at the following location:
USDA, Soll Conservation Service, W. R. Poage

Federal Bullding, 101 South Afain Street,
. 'I‘emple. Texas 76501.

Requests for the negut!ve declaration
should be sent to:

P.O. Box 648, Temple, Texas 76501, .

No administrative action on imple-

mentation of the proposal will be taken
until July 27, 1977.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 10.804, Watershed Protection
and Flood Prevention Program-—Public Law
83-566, 16 USC 1001-1008.)

Dated: June 30, 1?'17.

JosepH W. Hass,
Assistant Administrator for
Water Resources Soil Con-
servation Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture.

[FR Doc.77-19856 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

SPILLMAN CREEK WATERSHED PROJECT,
KANSAS

Availability of Negative Declaration

Pursuant to Section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969; the Council on Environmental
Quality Guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500) ;
and the Soil Conservation Service Guide-
lines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil Con-
servation Service, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, gives notice that an eviron-
mental impact statement is not being
prepared for the Spillman Creek Water-
shed project, Lincoln, Mitchell, Osborne,
and Russell Countles, Kansas.

The environmental assessment of this
Federal action indicates that this proj-
ect will not create significant adverse
local, regional, or national impacts on
the environment and that no significant
controversy is associated with the proj-
ect. As a result of these findings, Mr.
Robert K. Griffin, State Conservationist,
Soil Conservation Service, has deter-
mined that the preparation and review

of an environmental impact statement
is not needed for this project.

‘The project concerns a plan for
watershed protection and flood preven-
tion. The planned works of improvement
include conservation land treatment
supplemented by 14 flocdwater refarding
dams.

‘The negative declaration is being filed
with the Council on Environmental Qual-
ity and coples are being sent to various
Federal, State, and local agencies. The

. basic data developed during the environ-
mentat assessment is on file and may be
reviewed by interested parties at the Soil
Conservation Service, 760 S. Broadway,
Saling, Kansas 67401. A limited number
of coples of the negative declaration is
avallable from the same address to fill
single copy requests.

No administrative action on imple-
mentation on the proposal will be taken

Dated: June 30, 1977.

(Cataloz of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-

pram No. 10904, Watershed Protection and
Flood Prevention Prozram—Public Law 83—
568, 16 USC 1001-1008.)

JoserE W. Haas,
dssistant Administrator for
Water Resources, Soil Con-
servation Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture.

[PR Doc.T7-19857 Piled T-11-77:8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD ~
[Docket No. 30635)
ARIZONA SERVICE INVESTIGATION
Postponement of Prehearing Conference

Prehearing conference in the above-
captioned proceeding, now assigned to be
held on July 13, 1977 (42 FR 30663),
Is postponed to August 3, 1977, at 9:30
a.m. (local time), in Room 1003, Hearing
Room D, Universal North Building, 1875
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington,
D.C,, before Administrative Law Judge
Frank M. Whiting.

Dated at Washington, D.C., July 5,
1977,

<

Henny M. SWITEAY,
Acting Chief
Administrative Law Judge.

{FR Poc.T7-18703 Filed 7-7-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 23123; Agreement C.A.B. 26700
R-1 through R-3; Order 77-6-134]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Order Regarding Passenger Fares

Issued under delegated authority June
27, 1971.

i
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NOTICES

An agreement has been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic
Regulations between various air carriers;*
foreign air carriers, and other carriers
embodied in the resolutions of Traffic
Conference 2 of the International Air
Transport Association . (IATA). The
agreement adopted by mail vote, has
been assigned the above C.A.B. agree-
ment number.

The agreement would increase first-
class, economy-~class and creative fares .
between Cairo and Tabuk, Saudi Arabia
by approximately 27 percent, to reflect
the increased cost of service in this mar-
ket. We will approve those portions of

the agreement governing fares which are
combinable with fares to/from TUnited
States points and thus have indirect ap~
plication in air transportation as defined
by the Act. Jurisdiction will be dis-
claimed on the balance of the agreement
which governs noncombinable fares and
thus has no application in air transpor-
tation, -

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board’'s Regulations,
14 CFR 385.14:

1. It is not found that the following
resofutions, incorporated in the agree-
ment as indicated and which have indi-
rect application in air transportation
as defined by the Act, are adverse to the

bublic interest or in violation of the Act:

Agreement TATA . Title
CAB No.

Application

052 TC2 ist-Class Fares (Amending)

062 'TC2 Economy-Class Fares (Amending)

g (within mid-east).

/2. It is not found that the following resolution, incorporated in the agreement
as indicated, affects air transportation within the meaning of the Act:

Title Application

Agrcemént TATA
. CAB No.
26700: -
R-3......- 072b ‘TC2 Creative Fares Except Europe (Amending)

2 (within M. East).

. Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1, Those portions of Agreement C.A.B.
26700 described in finding paragraph 1
above and which have indirect applica-
tion in air transportation as defined by
the Act, are approved; and .

2. Jurisdiction is disclaimed with re-
spect to that portion of Agreement C.A.B. ~
26700 described in finding paragraph 2
above. e .

Persons entitled to petition the Board
for review of this order pursuant to the
Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may
file such petitions within ten days after
the date of service of this order.

This order shall be effective and be-
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics
Board upon expiration of the above pe-
riod, unless within such period a peti-
tion for review. is filed:-or the Board
gives notice that it will review this order
on its own motion.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.
PuyLris T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.
[FR Doe.77-19710 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am}

{Docket No. 27573; Agreements C.A.B. 26650,
26670R~1 through R-3; Order T7-6-142]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT-
ASSOCIATION

Order Reéarding (fargo Rates and Specific
Commodity Rates

Issued under delegated authority June
28, 19717.

Agreements have been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic
Regulations between various air carriers,

* FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 42, NO.

foreign air carriers, and other carriers

embodied in the resolutions of the Joint
Traffic Conferences of the Infernational
Air Transport Association (IATA). The
agreements were adopted at the Compos-
ite Traffic Conference held in Vancouver
in May 1971.

The agreements,-proposed for effect
July 1, 1977, would incredse general cargo
rate add-on levels used to construct

"through rates between South/South West

Africa interior points and United States/
Canada points over North and Midatlan-
tic routes to reflect recent increases in
South/South West Africa domestic rates;
would amend currency surcharges appli-
cable to Midatlantic cargo transporte-
tion commencing in Gibraltar/Ireland/
Seychelles/Sierre Leone/United Kingdom
to relate local currency rates more closely
to recent fluctuations in the values of the
currencies involved; and would revise the
Midatlantic specific commodity rate
structure with respect to the Nice-Bogota
and Paris-Caracas markets.

We will approve those portions of the
agreements which involve rates to/from
United States points and thus have direct
application in air transportdtion as de-
fined by the Act. Jurisdiction will be dis~
claimed with respect to the remaining
portion, which governs rates that are not
combinable with rates to/from T.S.
points, and .thus has no application
within the meaning of the Act.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board’s regulations,
14CFR 385.14:

1. It is not found that the following
resolutions, which have direct application
in air transportation as defined by the
Act, are adverse to the public interest or
in violation of the Act: .
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A ent, JATA Title Applicatisn
T !
26653 ..... 5442 North Atlantic General Corgo Rates (Amending)ecece o ceeecaconeen 12,
26670:
R-l......- 022k Special Rules for Ealesef C Alr Tmnsmrtat!on (Amending).eeee.. 12 (m!d A’.Ln!lc).
R-2......- 554b General Cargo Rates Amcm

2. It is not found that the following resolution affects air transportation within

-the meaning of the Act:

Titlo Applisatisn

Agreement IATA
CAB No.
26670: R-3.- 590 Specific Commodity Rates Beard (Amending)eeeeeccemaccccanconcncas 12 (mid-Atlantlc).

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1. Those portions of Agreements C.A.B.
26650 and 26670 set forth in finding para-
graph 1 above are approved; and

2. Jurisdiction is disclaimed with re-
spect to that portion of Agreement C.AB.
26670 set forth in finding paragraph 2
above.

Persons entitled to petition the Board
for review of this order, pursuant to the
Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may
file such petitions within ten days after
the date of service of this order.

This order shall be effective and be-
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics
Board upon expiration of the above pe-
riod, unless within such period a petition
for review is filed or the Board gives no-
tice that it will review this order on its
own motmn

This order wil be publlshed in the
FEDERAL REGISTER

PryLLs T. KAYLOR,
. Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-19711 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 27573; Agreements C.A.B. 26681~
26689 R1 through R-9; Order 77-6-143]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Order Regarding Cargo Rates and Specific
Commuodity Rates

Issued under delegated authorlty
June 28, 1977.

Agreements have been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board's Economic
Regulations between various-air carrlers,
foreign air carriers, and other carriers

- embodied in the resolutions of the Joint

Traffic Conferences of the International

Air Transport Association (XATA). The
agreements were adopted at the Com-
posite Cargo Traffic Conference held in
Vancouver in May 1977.

The agreements contain revisions to
the specific commeodity rate and general
cargo rate structures in many world
markets. With respect to air transporta-
tion as defined by the Act, general cargo
rate add-on levels used to construct
through rates between South/South
West Africa interior points and TC3
(Asia/Pacific, Including U.S. territories)
would be increased to reflect recent in-
creases in South/South West Africa
domestic rates, and currency surcharges

applicable to cargo transportation from -

Gibraitar/Ireland/Seychelles/Slerre Le-
one/United Kingdom to TC3 would be
amended in order to relate local currency
rates more closely to recent fluctuations
in the values of the currencies involved.

In addition, general cargo rate add-
ons and currency surcharges in various
foreign markets would be amended. In-
sofar as these actions affect rates which
are combinable with rates to/from U.S.
points, they have indirect application in
air transportation as defined by the Act.

We will approve the above portions
of the agreements. Jurisdiction will be
disclaimed with respect to the remain-
ing portions of the agreements, which
involve noncombinable specific commod-
ity rates in forelpm markets and thus
have no application twithin the meaning
of the Act.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board’s regulations,
14 CFR 385.14:

1. It is not found that the following
resolutions, which have direct applica-
tion in alr transportation as defined by
the Act, are adverse to the public interest
or in violation of the Act: .

I

Agreement IATA Titl 2t
ga o AT . 1<} Applization
26684: *
R-1...... 02 JEI‘:‘Z{[JTIQS Special Rulesfor falesof Cargs Alr Tronsportation. ee ce cene 2.3;3/2/3.
mending).
CR2.. 555 JT23and JTI23 General Cargd Rates (Amending)e e cecececmcrnmcnceen 231273,

2. It is not found that the following resolutions, which have indirect applica-
tion in air transportation as defined by the Act, are adverse to the public interest

or in violation of the Act: .
Agreement IATA Tith Yoot
TTAB" " "No. ] ¢ Applization
26685:R-1_..  022L JTI2 (South Atlnnue) Speclal Rules for 8alesof Cargo Afr v s 172
26656: Transportation (Amending).
R-l.......  022m TC2 Speclal Rules for Sale of Cargo Alr Transpattation (Amending).. 2.
R-2.aeens 5§52 TC2 General Cargo Rates (Amgzﬁ?nn P
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3. It is not found that the following resolutions affect air transportation within

the meaning of the Act:

i -
Asércement IATA Title Application *
.A.B. No.
26081 ) .
Rel..uee.. 590 (I) . Specific Commodity Rates Board (Amending) oo eacocmeacceocailon 1/2 (South Altantic).
R—22. ...... 520 (11) do. Do.
L 590 (A1)  .._..do. Do.
266%52"""- 520 (V) .__..do D?.
i do 2/3; 1/2/3.
R 1.) 2/3; 1/2/3.
—e---do 2/3; 1/2/3.
e .
2
do 203 11273,
—...do. 2/3; 1/2/3.
do. 2/3; 11213,
do. 1/2 (South Atlantio),
do. 2.
-.do 2.
do. 2.
do. 2.
do 2.
do. 2.
0. 2.
do. = 2.
do. 2.
do. 2.
-4, .—-do. z g.
26688....pu--- 590 do. N -
7 g do, 2,

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:
1. Those portions of Agreements

'C.A.B, 26684, 26685 and 26686 set forth

in finding paragraphs 1 and 2 above are
approved; and

2. Jurisdiction is disclaimed with re-
spect to those portions of Agreements
C.A.B. 26681, 26682, 26683, 26684, 26685,

. 26686, 26687, 26688 and 26689 set forth

in finding paragraph 3 above.
Persons entitled to petition the Board
for review of this order, pursuant to the

_ Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may

file such petitions within ten days after
‘the date of service of this order.

This order shall be effective and be-~
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics
Board upon expiration of the above pe-
riod, unless within such period a petition
for reyiew is filed or the Board gives no-
tice that it will review this order on its
own motion.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

PryrLis T. Kavror,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-18712 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 27573; Agreement C.A.B. 26652,
R~1 through R-3; Order 77-6-144]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Order Regardmg Bulk Unitization Charges
and Specific Commodity Rates

Issued under delegated authority June
28, 1971.

An agreement has been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)

and Part 261 of the Board's Economic
Regulations between various air carriers,
foreign air carriers, and other carriers
embodied in the resolutions of the Joint
Traffic Conferences of the International
Air Transport Association (IATA). The
agreement, adopted at the Composite

- Cargo Traffic Conference held in Van-

couver in May 1977, has been assigned
the above C.A.B. agreement number.

The agreement would establish bulk
unitization charges for Type 8 and Type
9 Unit Load Devices (ULD’s) for Ber-
muda-Hartford cargo transportation at
the Bermuda-Boston/New .York/Phila-
delphia levels, and reduce the charges
for ULD recontouring and unloading in
Venezuela by 40 and 60 percent, respec-
tively, effectively equalizing the charges
of these operations. The agreement
would also extend, from July 31, 1978 to
September 30, 1978, the expiration date
of the specific commodity rate of Item
3991 (metals) from Santiago to Monte-
video.

We will approve those portions of the
agreement dealing with bulk unitization
charges insofar as they affect cargo
transportation to/from . United States
points and thus have direct application
in air transportation. Jurisdiction will be
disclaimed on the portion dealing with
anoncombinable specific commodity rate
‘in 8 foreign market.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board’s Regulations,
14 CFR 385.14: _

1. It is not found that the following
resolutions, which have direct applica-
Jton in air transportation as defined by
‘the Act, are adverse to the public inter-
est or in violation of the Act:

Agreement IATA ‘Titl
g(rJAB. No. ¢ Application
26652: . ) . .
R-Leaa-..o 531(T) Charges for Bulk Unitization—T'C1 (Amending).-caee-eevecmucaven 1 (l\l’Vestem Hemi-
R2...._.. 531(TD) do : P
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2. It is not found that the following resolution affects air transportation within

the meaning of the Act:
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- (Order T7-7-4; Decket 27918]
NORTH ATLANTIC FARES INVESTIGATION

Order

Apreement JTATA Title Application
-CAB No. . Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
26652: R-3-. 530 Specific Commodity Rates Board (Amenging)eeeceeeevecncccenereneen 1 (Western Hem!- on the 1st day of July, 1977.
- fphere). This order Is a procedural order con-

cerned with the North Atlantic Fares

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:
© 1. Those portions of Agreement C.AB.
26652 set forth in finding paragraph 1
above are approved; and )

2. Jurisdiction is disclaimed with re-
spect to that -portion of Agreement
C.AB. 26652 set forth in finding para-
graph 2 above.

Persons entitled to petition the Board
for review of this order, pursuant to the

" Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may
file such petitions within ten days after
the date of service of this order.

This order shall be effective and he-
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics
Board upon expiration of the above pe-
riod, unless within such period a petition
for review is filed or the Board gives no-
tice that it will review this order on its
own motion.

This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

=" - PgyrLis T. KAYLOR,
Secretary,

{FR Doc.77-19713 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 27573; Agreement C.AB. 26716
R-1and R~2; Order T7-6-167]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Order Regarding Specific Commodity Rates

Issued under delegated sguthority
June 30, 1977.

- An agreement has been filed with the

- Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federa] Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act)
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic
Regulations between various air car-
riers, foreign air carriers, and other car-
riers embodied in the resolutions of the
Joint Traffic Conferences of the Inter-
national “Air Transport Association
{IATA), and adopted pursuant to the
provisions of Resolution 590 dealing
with specific commodity rates.

The agreement extends one specific
commodity rate under an existing com-
modity description and adds one new
rate with a new specific commodity de-
scription as set forth below, reflecting
reductions from general cargo rates; and
was adopted pursuant to unprotested no-
tice to the carriers and promulgated in
TATA letters dated May 12 and May 20,
19717. -

Investigation instituted in Order 75-6—
42, The purpose of this order is to estab-
lished the mext procedural step in this
investigation and to dispose of a motion
filed by Pan American for the issuance
of an advance notice of proposed rule-

Agreement Sp@ﬂl;% Description and rate 3
ent commod- a
CAB lly}\lwm P

NO.

R-I...... 4401 Altr conditloners and

hereaf2 253 0/kg3 iL
welght 500 kes. From New  making in the proceeding. Another pro-
R, s Choigto DUt tures, 11 cedural order (Order 77-7-5) is being

o/kg, minimum welght 20 Issued simultaneously to launch the Part
B o sty Charter rulemaking phase of this inves-
£00 kgs. Henolulu to Oaka.  tigation instituted in Order 76-12-18.
- . rBt{; f‘(lix'der '7e6d—10-12, tlgg Board s:t
1 > canverclon £ 0 e procedures for the North At-
sho%l}) iﬁt fui?n‘é?"“m""’ curTensy consierzion factars s lantic Fares Investigation and requested
B 0. the production of additional data to sup-
T plement the recurrent reports filed pur-
Pursuant to authority duly delegated gyant to its earlier orders. The contimi-
by the Board in the Board’s Regulations, jn. anajesis of the Bureau of Economics
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that the ¢ the data submitted in response to -
“agreement is adverse to the public Infer- yhece orders will result in a series of
est or in violation of the Act: Provided, gpidies regarding aspects of the North
‘That approval is subject to the conditions  apantic fare structure of specific im-
ordered. portance in reaching decisions. Volume
Accordingly, it is ordered, That: T of these studles depicting various cost
Agreement C.AB. 26716 is approved: jnpnt data has already been circulated to
Provided, That (a) approval shall N0t  tne carriers and other interested persons
constitute approval of the specific com- f4or comment and we have also placed 2
modity descriptfons contained therein cony of this volume in the Board’s Pub-
for purposes of tariff publications; (b) i3 Reference Room (Room 710, Uni-
tariff filings shall be marked to become yersal Building) for inspection by the
effective on not less than 30 days’ notice genera) public. Other parts of the Bu-
from the date of filing; and (c) where & ren's fare structure analysis will be
specific commodity rate is published fora pypliched as they are completed. Al-
specified minimum welght at a level houph these studies do not reflect the
lower than the general commodity rate position of the Board, they should be
applicable for such weight, and where & hejpy), along with submissions of the
general commodity rate is published fora.  carrers and other interested persons, in
greater minimum welght at a level lower gaveloping a reasonable record for de-
than such specific commedity rate, cision in this proceeding.
specific commodity rate shall be extended A5 this investigation marks the first
to all such greater minimum welghts at  eyjdentiary analysis of the North Af-
the applicable general commodity rate jantic fare structure by the Board, the
level. question is raised at this time as to
Persons entitled to petltlon the Board whether the data submissions and other
for review of this order, pursuant to the  jnformation relative to this structure are
Board’s Regulations 14 GFR 385.50, may gumclent to warrant the development of
file such petitions within ten days after gefinitive policles. In this connection
the date of service of this order. Pan American has filed 3 motion re_’
This order shall be effective and be- questing the Board to issue an advance
come the action of the Civil Aeronautics .notice of proposed rulemaking in which
Board unless within such period a peli- the views of interested persons would be
tion for review is filed or the Board gives go)icfted on issues thaft Pan American
notice that it will review this order on considers to be threshold issuss in this
its own motion. proceeding. While the institution of ad-
This order will be published in the Vvance proposed rulemaking procedures
FEDERAL REGISTER. does not appeal to us at this time, the
Board does agree with Pan American
Pavius T. KAYLOR, that some further preliminary comment
Secrelary. {5 desirable in the interest of building an
[FR Doc.77-19714 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am] adequate basis for decision. The strue-
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ture of highly differentiated air fares
that exists in North Atlantic markets has
received attention in numerous rate
orders of the Board concerned with
IATA fare agreements. However, the
aspects that distinguish this structure
from other fare structures, along with
load factor, elasticity, and other factors
affecting North Aflantic fares,

text of an investigation, thus suggesting
that additional input on these and other
key issues should be received before any
firm policy decisions are made, even

tentatively. If not in the letter, there--

fore, in the spirit, we will adopt Pan
American’s suggestion to receive prelim-
inary views and comments on matters
which lie at the core of the economic is-
sues involved in this case. ’

To implement this determination, the
U.S.-flag carrier participants in this in-
vestigation are requested by. July 27,
19717, to file comments addressed to the
specific questions regarding North At-
lantic fares set forth in the Appendix.
The questions contained in this Appen-
dix incorporate-many of the issues con-
tained in Pan American’s pleading as
well as other issues developed by the
staff. This list of questions is intention-
ally general fo give the carriers maxi-
mum latitude to debate all pricing con~
cepts and theories regarding North At-
lantic fares and to make suggestions for
Improvements in the existing fare struc-
ture, either generally or specifically.
Foreign air carriers providing North At-
lantic service as well as other persons
should also be interested in these ques-
tions, and are urged to file comments.
After the Board has evaluated these
preliminary views and the recurrent
date being filed in this docket, we in-
tend to issue a notice of proposed rule-
making in which various policies for
North Atlantic fares will be proposed.”--

Although we are in general agreement
with Pan American’s request for prelim-
inary comments, we are not persuaded
to grant its request that this investiga-
tion consider the issue of joint-fare divi-
sions. As noted in Order 76-10-12, not
only would the issue of divisions require
voluminous additional data submissions
but it would also further delay evalua-
tion of the cost structure which should
receive the highest priority. There is

nothing in Pan American’s pleading to.

demonstrate that the benefits to be
gained from the investigation of divi-
sions would outweigh the complexity and
delay that would result from the consid-
eration of this issue at this time. Ac-
cordingly, this aspect of Pan American's
motion will be denied.

Three other matters warrant discus-
sion. The first two matters concern data
submissions. The North Atlantic Fares
Investigation as well as the Part Charter
Phase of this investigation are being
processed by rulemaking. In order to
avoid any possible confusion between
these two proceedings, documents relat-
ing to the overall North Atlantic rule-
making and to the Part Charter Phase
shall be physically separated by the
Dockets Section and incorporated into

FEDERAL

have.
never been explored in the broader con- .

'NOTICES

separate docket files. The Part Charter
Phase shall be designated Docket
27918-1- (Part Charter) and all com-
ments, data or other documents pertain-
ing to this phase shall be so labeled.
Documents pertaining to -the overall
rulemaking proceeding shall be labeled
“North Atlantic Fares Investigation”
and filed in'Docket 27918. :

Although these rulemakings will pro-
ceed under separate docket files, the
commonality of various issues and data
to both dockets cannot be overlooked. In
order that evidence requests are not
needlessly duplicative but sufficient for
the development of a Tecord in each
proceeding, a consolidated submission of
evidence pertaining to both proceedings
shall be required. The composite infor-
mation request circulated-today specifies
the format in which these data shall be
submitted. The responses to this request
shall be consolidated into one submis-
sion by the carrier and filed in the over-
all rulemaking Docket 27918. Also, we in-
tend in each proceeding to avail our-
selves of evidence presented in the other
proceedings so that evidence bearing on
issues common -to both proceedings will
be available for consideration and deci-
sion in either docket.

The international service-segment
data reported to the Board by the car-
riers contain traffic and other statistics
by transatlantie city-paid market and
we intend to utilize these data in con-
nection with our analysis of North At-
lantic , costs. These data are normally
confidential for a specified period after
their receipt uniless required for.use in a
proceeding or for other reasons not per-
tinent here are madeé available (14 CFR
Part 241 (section 19-6(a)). Accordingly,
in the interests of the full and complefe
resolution of the factual and policy issues
in this case the Board finds that inter-
national service-segment data submitted
by the carriers to the Board for transat-
lantic air markets are material and rele-
vant to the issues in this procéeding. In
order to avoid the release of confiden-
tial information about a carrier’s opera-
tions in a particular mearket, the 1976
service-segment data will only be made
available to the Bureau of Economics,
for the preparation of exhibits that con-
solidate the data for all markets.

It has also come to our attention that
various items of data reported pursuant
to our earlier orders.in this proceeding do
not specifically require a breakout of
component items required by the Board
to analyze the cost structure. The first

item is commission override expense.

This expense is an additional commission
expense of the carrier particularly on
group-fare tickets. In order that the im-
pact of this expense may reasonably be
analyzed, a breakout between normal
commission expense and commission
override expense will be required by fare
category. Schedule C of the consolidated
evidence request, referenced above, speci-
fies the format in which these data shall
be submitted. The second item is Fifth
Freedom traffic. This traffic, because it
consists of passengers traveling wholly
between European points, is outside the
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scope of this investigation and should
not be considered. Its yield per mile is
also higher than that for most other
traffic so that its inclusion in the fare
base creates the risk that North Atlantic
fares could be cross-subsidized by traf-
fic traveling in a different entity. In or~
der that this traffic can be separately
identified, a breakout of Fifth Freedom:'
traffic will be required on the appropriate
fare usage report. Although these addi-
tional data on commission override ex-
pense and Fifth Freedom traffic, along
with-other basic Form 41 data, will be re«
ported quarterly, only one report will be
reouired for the 12-month retrospective
period ended Sebtember 30, 1976. This
report will be due July 27, 19717.

Finally, The National Air Carrier As-
sociation (NACA), The Flying Tiger
Line Inc., several passenger indirect air
carriers and various civic groups have
shown an interest in this proceeding by
1iling petitions to intervene as partles.
As requests for intervention are not re~
quired to attain party status in this pro-
ceeding, these petitions are unnecessary,
and therefore they shall be- dismissed.
The persons flling these petitions will
have full opportunity to participate in
this proceeding by filing comments,

-views and dafa on the proposed rule, as
well as by answering the questions men-
tioned above. In addition, the names of
these persons have been placed on the
mailing list in the Board’s Docket Sec~
tion to receive copies of all further or-
ders, notices, or rules issued in this pro-
ceeding.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1. The petition of Pan American World
Airways, Inc. for the issuance of an ad-
vance notice of proposed rulemaking, to
the. extent that it is not granted herein,
be and it hereby is denied;

2. Ordering paragraph 4 of Order 75~
6-42 is hereby amended by revising sub«
paragraph (2), thereof, such paragraph,
as amended to read as follows?

4a. Natlonal Airlines, Inc., Pan American
World Airways, Inc, and Trans World Alr«
1ines, Inc. shall supply in this Dooket the
following information:

(1) A quarterly report showing the profit
and loss, and investment data for scheduled
North Atlantic service outlined in Appendix

« B of this order; and

(2) A quarterly report showing, by month,
the fare usage data (i.e, passengers ene«
planed, revenue passenger-miles, and pase
senger revenue for each fare category in the
North Atlantic structure) specified on page
four of this order. Such data should include
3 separate breakout for Fifth Freedom traffio.

These data shall be submitted 20 days aftor
the date for filing Form 41 reports coverinf
the.same time period.

3. National Airlines, Inc., Pan Ameri-
can World Airways, Ine., and Trans
World Airlines, Inc., shall address the
questions specified in the Appendix to
this order and supply the information
contained in Schedule C of the consoli~

. dated evidence published this date and
the Fifth Freedom traffic date specified
above, .20 copies of such views and 6
copies of such data to be submitted to
the Board’s Docket Section as follows:
(1) 'The responses to the questions in the

~
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Appendix to this order shall be provided
by July 27, 1977; (2) the dafa requested
in Schedule C of the consolidated evi-
.dence request and the Fifth Freedom
“trafiic data in the carriers fare usage re-~

port shall be accumulated on a quarterly
basis and submitted simultaneously with
the other Form 41 submissions reported
pursuant to Order 75-6-42, Provided,
however, That a separate report of these
data shall be completed for the 12~
months pericd ended June 30, 1976, and
submitted by July 27, 1977, along with
the information in (1) above;

4. Any air carrier in addition to the
air carriers listed above and any govern~
mental body, civic group or frade asso-
ciation that desires to submit comments
or data with respect to the matters con~
tained in the Appendix may do so by
filing 20 copies of such views or data with
the Board’s Docket Section, Room 714,
1825 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20428 by the same date and
in the same manner prescribed above for
the U.S.-flag air carriers. Individual
members of the general public who de-
sire to file comments may do so by filing
1 copy of such comments with the Dockétb
Section;

5. The petitions for legve to intervene
in this docket filed by the Department
of Transportation; Department of Jus-
tice, The Flying Tiger Line Inc.; the Air-
line Charter Tour Operators Association;
Spantax, S.A.; The Davis Agency, Inc.;
The Cily of Philadelphia and the Greater
Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce; the
‘Washington Parties, consisting of King
County, the City of Seattle and the Seat-
tle Chamber of Commerce, the City of
Tacoma, and the .Tacoma Chamber of
Commerce, the State of Washington
Utilitles and Transportation Commis-
sion, the Porl of Seattle Commission, and
the Puget Sound Traffic Association; and
the Norfolk Port and Industrial Author-
it;ydbe and they hereby are dismissed;
an

‘This order with the Appendix shall be
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. _

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

PEYLLIS T. KAYLOR,

. Secretary.
.. APPENDIR

., National, Pan American, and TWA are re-
quested to address the following questions
with' respect to North Atlantic fares and to
submit any other views and comments they
consider pertinent.

1. Should standards or policies be devel-
oped to de ne the reasonable level of
cxpenses, revenues, and profit régquired by
the carriers serving the North Atlantic mar-
ket under honest, economical, and efficient
manasgament to provide adequa.te and effi-
clent service?

8. What methods should be used to make

" allocations between:

(1) Transport and nontransport opera-
tions? ¥

(il) Transportation operations within the
North Atlantic’and transportation operations
outside the North Atlantic? -

(iii) Scheduled and nonscheduled opera-
tions?

(iv) Schedulgd all-cargo and scheduled
combination, or mixed service?

(v) Passenger and other trafic on combi-

nation aircraft?

NOTICES

(vl) Economy class and other clacses of
passenger traflic?

2. What are the carrfers and the costs to
bhe considered in determining the revenue
need for scheduled North Atlantic passenger
services?

3. What is the reasonable velume of corve
ice required for the transportation of passen-
gers in scheduled service by all carrlers corv-
ing the North Atlantic market?

4. What is the reasonable rate of return on
investment for scheduled North Atlantic
passenger services? )

5. What Is the proper investment basa for
North Atlantic gervice?

6. Should fares for basle passenger services
reflect o reasonable relationship between ca~
pacity and demand?

a. Can and should load-factor standards be
adopted? If so, what should the standard
numerical load factor be?

b. Is & high full-fare lood-factor servica
(1.e., load factors in the range of 60 to 65

-percent) compatible with the demand and
seasonal characteristics of the North Atlantle
markets?

7. What factors should be considered in
determining whether lead-factor standards
should be established—i.e., should load fac-
tor standards:

8. Be related to or reflect seating capacity?

b. Be related to or reficct total revenue per
flight?

¢. Be related to or reflect market density?

d, Be related to or reflect the ccheduling
«asracteristics of the market, eg, turn-
around versus multisegment service; multl-
ple time zone changes; long flight times?

e. Be relnted to or reflect tho impact on
capacity of policies of forelgn governments?

f. Be related to or refleet the impact on
capacity and scheduling of fnercased fuel
prices?

g Be related to or refiect peak and off-
peak demand periods and/or dircctions?
ty}]:' Vary by cless of service and/or by fare

e?

1. Be related to or reflect the presence or
absence of some form of capoelty control?

J. Refiect discount trafic?

87 Should aflreraft seating-configuration
standards be adopted? If £0, what ore the
sppropriate standards for seats abreost and
seat pitch?

9. What effect would load-factor standards
have on scheduling? Service levels? New
equipment acquisitions?

10. In the event any policy concerning fare
formulae is adopted, should it he directed to-
ward o moximum or minimum fore or a

‘range between o maximum and minimum
{are?

11. Showld m rate formuls conslst of sepa-
rate elements such as:

3. A terminal charge? ]

b. Line-haul charge?

c. Other?

12. If a separate terminal charge is de-
veloped should it be:

a. Uniform?

b. Variable? If g0, on what basis or bases?

¢. Other?

13. If lHne-haul charges are developed
should "they be constant or tapered and
should they be based on:

a. Milenges?

b. Block hours?

c. Alrborne hours?

d. Others?

14. Should a policy of free enroute stop-
overs be adopted? If o, should stopovers be
Hmited in any way? On what basis should
stopover charges be assessed?

15. What sre the returns to seale for North
Atidntic scheduled passenger scrvice (Le.,
what s the impact on cests of volume) ? Are
there economlies of scale? Are there disce-
onomies of scale? Are costs constant?
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. In the event that there are economies
of ceale, should below fully allocated cost
pricing bo allowed?

b. In the event there are diseconomies of
scale should certain fares bear more than
tho fully allocated costs of the service?

¢. In the event that costs are constant,
should all fares cover the fully allocated costs
of the cervice?

16, Can and chould capacity controls be
ectablished for fares offered at below the
fully allocated costs of the service?

17. What i3 the elasticity of demand in
these markets? How does elasticlty vary by
type of trafile; by time of week, month, or
year; or for fare decreacses vs. fare increases?

18. What Is the oppropriate pricing
structure for fares offered at levels below
the fully allocated costs of the service?
Speciiically,

9, What is the appropriate regulatory ap~
proach to North Atlantic discount fares?

h. What is the appropriate standard of
rexconableness for evaluating the Iawfulness
of discount fares? Should the standard of
reasonableness for discount fares vary by fare
catezory? Direction? Market? Time of Year?
Should the Board require economlic justifica~
tion for discount fares? If so, what type of
Justification should be required?

¢. Should discount fares reflect the policy
considerations of forelgn governments?

" d. ?Are capacity levels affected by discount
ares

e. Do certain types-of discount fares have
o greater effect on capacity levels than other
types of discount fares?

f. Should normal fares be czculated as if
discount fares are not part” of the fare
structure, i.e., without the effects of the dis-
counts?

19. Can and should fare policies be estab~
Hshed designed to shift trafiic from peak to
off-peak perlods? If <o, what type or magni-
tude of price differential would be required
to increase off-peak demand?

[FR Dos.TT-19715 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Order T7-7-5; Dacket 27918-1}
NORTH ATLANTIC FARES
INVESTIGATION—PART CHARTER PHASE
Order

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its offlce in Washington, D.C.,
on the 1st day of July 1977.

This order delineates the scope of the
Part Charter phase of the North Atlan-
tic Fares Investigation instituted in Or-
der T6-12-18.

By Order 76-12-18, dated December 3,
1976, the Board instituted a separafe
rulemaking phase of the North Atlantic
Fares Investigation to explore the gen-
eral issues relating to the “part-charfer”
concept and to other types of low-fare
fil-up programs that have been advo-
cated in recent years. As the Board pres-
ently has before. it no specific part char-
ter or fill-up proposals other than the
tarif under Investigsation in Docket
29773, it Is clear that some further in-
put from the carriers and the publec will
he necessary before any reasonable eval-
uation of these issues can be made. Ac-
cordingly, we are herein requesting the
U.S. North Atlantic flag carriers, com-
peting carriers, and other interested per-

1Pan Ameridan gnd TWA- charter transfer
tariffl proposals.
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‘sons, to submit detailed part charter .

and/or fill-up proposals for our consid-
eration. These proposals need not be lim-~
ited to fares involving transfer of char-
ter passengers. like those under investi-
gation in Docket 29773, and the carriers
are free to propose any type of discount
fare they believe would perform a fill-
up function in international scheduled
service, including -those existing cate-
gories of fares justified.on the basis that
they would tend to fill residual seats.
Although the term “part charter” has
been used in a number of contexts in

" recent years, it lacks any universally rec-

ognized definition. Rather that arbitrar-
ily limit the types of fare proposals that
will be considered ‘“part charter” for
purposes of this investigation, we have
decided to give interested persons com-
plete freedom to submit their™ concept
of such low-fare proposals that they
would like the Board to evaluate. Any
restrictions or limitations on the utiliza-
tion of these proposals should also be
set forth including, in particular, pro-
visions designed to control the sched-
uled aireraft capacity provxded for the
carriage of traffic moving on these low
fares. Question 3 in the Appendix should
be helpful in this regard. The proposals
should be accompanied by, detailed eco-
nomic justification of the specific serv-
ices to he offered including all pertinent
conditions of carriage.

In order to establish a solid informa-
tion base for evaluating these proposals,
we will require all U.S. flag carriers op-
erating scheduled service in the North
Atlantic to provide data which will be
helpful to the Board in the development
of policies for part charter/fill-up pro-
grams. The consolidated eviden¢e re-
quest bring published in both the North
Atlantic and Part Charter rulemakings
specifies the data to be supplied by the
carriers and the format in which these
data are to be submitted.? As noted in
Order 77-7-4, issued contemporaneously,
each carrier to which these reporting re-
quiréments apply will be submitting its
response as a consolidated .submission in
Docket 27918, but the infbrmation con-
tained in these responses will be used in
this docket as well as in Docket 27918 for
consideration and decision of issues com-
mon to both proceedings. Since the in-
formation requested is with certain ex-
ceptions similar to that required by the
administrative law judge in North A lan-
tic Charter Transfer Rules, Docket
29773, the burden on carriers that are
also participating in that proceeding
should be minimal. Other interested per-
sons, particularly foreign alr carriers and

-ajr carriers whose authority would not

permit the use of a part charter/fill-up
option are encouraged to participate in
this proceeding and to file such informa-
tion and views as might be helpful. to
the Board in its consideration of part
charters.

2The Prehearing Conference Submissions
of the parties to Docket 29773 have been help-
ful to the Board in developing theserequests.
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Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958; as amended, and
particularly sections 204(a) and 1002
thereof,

It is ordered, That: 1. National Air-
lines, Inc., Pan American World Airways,
Inc,, and Trans World Airlines, Inc.,
shall address the questions specified in
the Appendix to this order and supply in

Docket 27918 the information requested.

in Paragraphs A and B and Schedules
A and B of the consolidated evidence
request published this date, 20 copies of
such views and 6 copies of such data to
be submitted to the Board’s Docket Sec-
tion by July 217, 1977;

2. Any air carrier in addition to the
air carriers listed above and any govern-
mental body, civic group or trade associ-
ation which desires to file comments or
data on the matters contained in the

Appendix.may do so by filing 20 copies.

of such views or data with the Board’s
Docket Section, Room 714, 1825 Con-
necticut Aveniie NW., Washington, D.C.,
by the same date and in the same man-

. ner prescribed above for the U.S.-flag air

carriers. Individual members of the gen-
eral public who desire to file comments
may do so by filing 1 copy of such com-
ments with the Board’s Docket Section;
and

This order with the Appendix will be
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.!

PrYLLIS T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.
APPENDIX

1. What is the appropriate definition of
““part charter” services?

2. What amendments, if any, to the Board’s
regulations would be required to permit part
charter or fill-up operations?

3. Should the sale of part charter or fill-up
fares be subject to tlie Board’s charter regu-
lations?

4. What conditions or limitations should
be put on part charter or fill-up tariffs?
For example:

2. Should the proposed services be limited
to off-peak time periods? .

b. Should it be space-available or standby
services?

¢. Should it be limited to certain markets,
or 10 a certain number of flights in each mar-
ket?

d. Should there be maximum or minimum
group-size restrictions?

e. Should it be limited to substitution for
previously arranged charter flights?

f. Should there be limitations on the
amount of scheduled capacity that may be

"utilized by part charter or fill-up passen-

ger59 1

g. Should part charter or fill-up fares be
allowed only for a short period of time, such
as 18 months?

6. What size of aircraft 1s amenable to part
charter or fill-up operations?

6. Would the proposed service inconveni-
ence normal scheduled traffic? If not, how
would inconvenience be avoided?

1 All Members concurred. :

1We invite foreign-flag carriers that cur-
rently have in effect capacity control proce-
dures to submit a description of those proce-
dures and an evaluation of their effective-
ness.

7. Would part charter or fill-up service bo
cross-subsidized by normal scheduled traflio?
If not, how would cross-subsidlzutlon beo
avolded?

8. What would be the competitive impaoct
on. supplemental carriers and other car«
riers that could not offer the service?

9. Should the supplemental carriers be
allowed offsetting expansion of their operat«
ing authority or relaxation of charter rg«
strictions?

10. How would part charter or flll<up faves
be constructed?

11. Should part charter or fill-up passen«
gers be given services different from thoge
provided to normal scheduled passengers?

12. How would diversion of regularly sched«
uled traflic to those services bo avoided?

13. Should these fares be limited to a cor«

- tatn type of international traflle, such as o

third, fourth, fifth, or sixth freedom traf«
fic?

14. Would the proposed sérvices require
standby charter-configured aircraft?

15, Should part charter or fill-up passengors
be charged for cancellations? .

16. Would the proposed fares dilute overall
carrier revenues? Would such dilution be
offset by decreased costs?

17. Would part-charter or fill-up servica
cause an increase in scheduled capaocity?

18. What effect, if any, would part ohartor
or fill-up service have on foreign polloy
considerations?

19. Should Board approval of this service
be conditioned on reciprocity by forelgn
governments?

20. Should approval of & part charter or
fil-up fare be conditioned on removal of
other discount fares or simplification of tho
international fare structure?

[FR Doc.77-19716 Filed 7-11-77;8:46 am1

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES HEALTH
BENEFITS PROGRAM

‘Discontinitance of Missouri Health and
Medical Organization

AGENCY: Civil Service Commission.

ACTION: Notice of discontinuance of
Missouri Health and Medical Organiza-
tion under the Federal Employees Health
Benefits Program.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1911,

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the suthority
contained in § 8902 of title 5, Chapter 89
of the United States Code and § 890.301
(k) of 5 CFR Part 890, The U.S. Civil
Service Commission hereby announces
that the Missouri Health and Medical

* Organization of Sikeston, Missouri, is

discontinuing its participation in the
Federal Employees Health Benefits Pro-
gram effective July 1, 1977, Each Federal

employee or annuitant enrolled in the
Missouri Health and Medical Organiza«
tion must change to another health plan

* offered in their ares under the Federal

Employees Health Benefits Program im«
mediately. “The effective date of the
change 'will be the first day of the flrst
pay period beginning on or after July 1,
1977. Federal employees and annuitants
must submit a completed Form 2809 to
their personnel offices to effect this
change in health plans.
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FOR FURTH.ER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Marie B.” Henderson, Comprehensive,
Health Plans Office, Bureau of Retire-
ment, Insurance and Occupational
Health, U.S. Civil Service Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20415,

UN1TED. STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMMISSION,
JAMES C. Spry,
Ezeculive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

NoriCE TO PAYROLL OFFICES HAVING EN-
ROLLEES IN MISSOURY HEALTH AND
MEDICAL ORGANIZATION

SUBJECT: DISCONTINUANCE OF MISSOURI
HEALTH AND MEDICAL ORGANIZATION
UNDER THE FEDERAL EMPLOYEES
HEALTH BENEFITS PROGRAM

The Missouri Health and Medical
Organization is discontinuing its par-
ticipation in the Federal Employees
Health Benefits Program effective July
1, 1977. Employees who are enrolled in
the Plan must immediately change to
another health plan offered in their
area. A SF 2809 is required for each
enrollee in codes 291 or 292 showing the
termination of enrollment in Missouri
Health and Medical Organization and
enrollment in another health plan. The
effective date of the change will be the
first day of the first pay period beginning
on or after July 1, 19717.

TaOMAS A. TINSLEY,
Director, Bureau of Retirement,
~ ~ Insurance, and Occupationgl Health.

[FR Doc.77-20015 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 am|

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Domestic and International Business
Administration :

COMPUTER SYSTEMS TECHNICAL
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Partially Closed Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C.
App I (Supp. V, 1975), notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the Computer
Systems, Technical Advisory Committee
will be held on Thursday, August 11,
1977, at 9:30 a.m. in Room 5230, Main
Commerce Building, 14th and Constltu-
tion Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. .

‘The Computer Systems Technical Ad-
visory Committee was initially estab-
lished on January 3, 1973. On December
20, 1974, and January 13, 1977, the As-
sistant Secretary for Administration ap-
proved the recharter and extension of
the Committee, pursuant to Section 5(c)
(1) of the Export Administration Act of
1969, as amended, 50 U.S.C. App. Sec.
2404(c) (1) and f:he Federal- Advisory
Commitfee Act.

The Committee advises the Office of
Export Administration, Bureau of East-
West Trade, with respect to questions in-
volving (A) +technical matters, (B)

- worldwide availability and actual utili-
zation of production and technology,
- (C) licensing procedures which may af-
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fect the level of export controls appli-
cable to computer systems, including
technical data or other information re-
lated thereto, and (D) exports of the
aforementioned commodities and techni-
cal data subject to multilateral controls
in which the United States participates
including proposed revisfons of any such

multilateral controls.
The Committee meeting agenda has
six parts: .

GENERAL SESSION

(1) Opening remarks by the Chairman.

(2) Presentation of papers or comments
by the public,

(3) Review of array processors report pre-
pared by the Hardware Subcommittee.

{4) Review of Licensing Procedures Sub-
committee recommendations for the clarifica-
tion and simplification of the Export Ad-
ministration Regulations.

(5) Report on the work programs of the
Subcommittees:

a. Technology Transfer;

b. Foreign Avallability;

c. Licensing Procedures; and

d Hardvware.

Exz»:cunva Sssszo':

(6) DiScussion of matters properly classl-
fled under Executive Order 11052, dealing
with th U.S. and COCOM contrel program
and strateglc criterls related thereto.

The General Session of the meeting is
open to the public, at which a limited
number of seats will be available. To the
éxtent time permits members of the pub-
lic may present oral statements to the
Committee, Written statements may be
submitted at any time before or after the
meeting,

With respect to agenda item (6), the
Acting Assistant Secretary of Commerce
for Administration, with the concurrence
of the delegate of the General Counsel,
formally determined on January 27, 1977,
pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended by
Section 5(¢) of the Government In The
Sunshine Act, P.L. 94-409, that the mat-
ters to be discussed in the Executive Ses-
sion should be exempt from the provi-
sions of the Federal Advisory Committee
Act relating to open meetings and public
participation therein, because the Execu-
tive Session will be concerned with mat-
ters listed In § U.S.C. 552b(e) (1). Such
matters are specifically authorized under
criteria established by an Executive Or-
der to be kept secret in the interests of
national defense or foreign policy. All
materials to be reviewed and discussed by
the Committee during the Executive Ses-
sion of the meeting have bzen properly
classified under Executive Order 11652.
All Committee members have appropriate
security clearances.,

Copies of the minutes of the open por-
tion of the meeting will be available upon
written request addressed to the Free-
dom of Information Officer, Room 3012,
Domestic and Internatfonal Business Ad-
ministration, U.S. Department of Com-
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

For further information, contact Mr.
Charles C. Swanson, .Director, Opera-
tions Division, Office of Export Adminis-
tration, Domestic and International

-
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Business Administration, Room~ 16170,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash~
ington, D.C. 20230, telephone: A/C 202—
377-4196.

The complete Notice of Determination
to close portions of the series of meetings
of the Computer Systems Technical Ad-
visory Committee and of any subcom-
mittees thereof, was published in the
FEDERAL REGCISTER on February 2, 1977
(42 FR 6374).

Dated: July 7, 1977.

Rauer H. MEYEER,
Office of Export Administration,
Bureay of East-West Trade,
U.S. Department of Com-
merce.

[FR Doc.77~19580 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Applications for Duty-Free Entry of
Scientific Articles

The following are notices of the receipt
of applications for duty-free entry of sci-
entific articles pursuant to section 6(c)
of the Educational Scientific, and Cul-
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966
(Pub. L. 83-651; 80 Stat. 897). Interested
persons may present their views with re~
spect to the question of whether an in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value for the purposes for which
the article is intended to be used is being
manufactured in the United States. Such
comments must be filed in triplicate with
the Director, Special Import’ Programs
Division, Office of Import Programs,
Washington, D. C.20230, on or before Au-~
gust 2, 1977.

Amended regulations issued under
cited Act, (15 CFR Part 301) prescribe
the requirements applicable to comments.

A copy of each application is on file,
and may be examined during ordinary
Commerce Department business hours at
the Speclal Import Programs Division,
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 77-00261. Applicant:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
National Enforcement Investigations
Center, Bldg. 53, Box 25227, Denver Fed- -
eral Center, Denver, Colorado 80225.
Article: Ten (10) Thermoelectric Gen-
erators, Manufacturer: Global Thermo-
electric Power Systems 1.td., Canada. In-
tended use of article: The article is in-
tended to be used to provide electric
power for operation of sciemntific equip-
ment needed to monitor air and water
quality for long periods at locations
where this was formerly impossible or
impractical. Application received by
Commissioner of Customs: June 8, 1977.

Docket number: 77-00262. Applicant:
Sandia Laboratories, Kirtland AF.B.
East, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87115.
Article: Gage Measuring Instrument.
Manufacturer: Societe Genevoise D’
instruments De Physique, Switzerland.
Intended use of article: The article is a
replacement instrument to be used to
permit direct dimensional readout and
printout of gages being calibrated in
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either customary or metric mode. The
primary fleld in which the article will be
used in energy and defense related
physical measurements. Application re-
ceived by Commissioner of Customs:
June 8, 1977.

Docket Number: 77-00263. Applicant:
U.S. Department of Commerce/NOAA/
NOS, National Geodetic Survey, 6001 Ex-
ecutive Boulevard, Rockville, Maryland
20852. Article: (4) Four each Signal Mast
27.5m, Red-Yellow, including guying
equipment and accessories. Manu-
facturer: Geo-Center ab, Sweden. In-
tended use of article: The article is in-
tended to be used with elevation re-
flectors and/or target lights above
obstructions for a clear line-of-sight to
measure geodetic distances and/or ob-
serve horizontal and vertical angle§. Ap-
plication received by Commissioner of
Customs: June 14, 1977,

Docket Number: 77-00264. Applicant:
University of Rochester 250 East River
Road, Rochester, New York 14623.
Article: Photochron II Image Converter
Streak Camera tube with S-20 photo-
cathode and U-V window foroperation at
250nm wavelengths. Manufacturer: In-
strument Technology Ltd., United King-.
dom. Intended use of article: The article
is intended to be used in building a fast
streak camera needed for the study of
. the feasibility of heating targets with a
pulsed high power to produce thermo-
nuclear reactions. Application received
by Commissioner of Customs: June. 13,
1977, -

Docket Number;: 77-00265. Applicant:
Oakland University, Rochester, Michigan
48063. Article: Ramanor HG-2S Double
1 meter Monochromator and accessories.
Manufacturer: Jobin-Yvon Optical Sys-
tems, France. Intended use of article:
The article is intended to be used for re-
search application for identification of
molecules present in systems under in-
vestigation, determination of concentra-
tions of certain species, and structural
studies of either. isolated molecules or
molecules in vitro. Specific research pro-
jects include: *

» A, Study of tightly bound cluster hydrates,

B. Study of chemical models for nitrate
reductase, P

C. Study of the preresonance raman in-
tensity enhancement of vibronically active
models,

D, Molecular structural studies of ring
compounds, .t

E. Raman spectroscopic studies of evolu-
tionarily related oligomeric enzymes,

F. Isomerism of ternary complexes of
copper (II) and Nickel (IT) -

The article will also be used for ed-
ucational purposes which will con-
centrate on identification .of reaction
products although some applications to
structural studies will be considered to
compliment infrared studies of inorganic
and simple organic molecules and
thermal analysis of polymers. Applica-
tion received by Commissioner of Cus-
toms: June 13, 1977,

FEDERAL

NOTICES
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-
Free Educational and Sclentific Materials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,.
Director, Special Import
. Programs Division.
[FR Doc.77-19665 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

~

h_fllLWAUKEE CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry
.of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897 and the regula-
tions issued thereunder as amended (15
CFR Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is- available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 77-00150. Applicant:
Milwaukee Children’s Hospital, 1700

. West Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis-

consin 53233. -Article: Electron Micro-
scope, Model JEM~100S and accessories.
Manufacturer: JEOL ILtd., Japan. In-
tended use of article: The article is in-
tended to be used for studies of the ultra-
structural characteristics of tissues, vi-

.ruses and cellular inclusions associated

with childhood diseases. Experiments
will be conducted -involving obtaining
material from a variety of childhood dis-
eases and correlating the ultrastructural
appearance of. the tissue with aspects of
the disease and with that seen under
experimental conditions such as tissue
culture and animal models. The article
will also be used to instruct residents,
staff and medical students in the ultra-
structure of childhood diseases.
Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, was being manufactured in
the United States at the time the foreign
article was ordered (December 16, 1976).
Reasons: The foreign article provides
distortion free micrographs over g mag-"
nification range of 100 to 200,000X
without a pole-piece change. The De-

" partment of Health, Education, and Wel-

fare (HEW) advises in its memorandum
dated June 8, 1977 that distortion free
micrographs in the magnification range
described above is pertinent to the appli-
cant’s purposes. HEW also advises that
it knows of no domestic -<instrument
which provided the pertinent feature at
the time the article was ordered.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value'to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article

P

is intended to be used, which was being
manufactured in the United States at the
time the article was ordered.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro«

" gram No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-Froo

Educational and Sclentific Matorials.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA,
Director, Special Import
- Programs Division.

[FR Doc.77-19664 Filed 7-11-77;8:46 am)

SANDIA LABORATORIES, ET AL.

Applications for Duty-Free Entry of
Scientific Articles

The following are notices of the re-
ceipt of applications for duty-free entry
of scientifi¢ articles pursuant to section
6(c) of the Educationsal, Scientific, and
Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). In~
terested persons may present their views
with respect to the question of whether
an instrument or apparatus of equiva-
lent scientific value for the purposes for
which the article is intended to be used
is being manufactured in the United
States: Such comments must be filed in
triplicate with the Director, Special Im-
port Programs Division, Office of Im-
port Programs, Washington, D.C. 20230,
on or before August 1, 19717.

Amended regulations issued under
cited Act, (15 CFR Part 301) prescribe
the requirements applicable to com-
ments.

A copy of each application is on file,
and ntay be examined during ordinary
Commerce Department business hours
at the Special Import Programs Division,
Departmenf of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20230. .

Docket Number: 77-00250. Applicant:
Sandia Laboratories, Kirtland A.JF.B.
East, Albuquerque, New. Mexico 87115,
Article: Ultra Fast Streak and Framing
Image Converter Camera and accesso«
ries. Manufacturer: John Hadland,
United Kingdom. Inténded use of arti-
cle: The article is intended to be used
for a large variety of applications asso-
ciated with the electron-beam fusion
program at Sandia Laboratories. These
experiments will include: ©

(1) Cathode Turn-on: To observe the olea«
tron emission as a function of timo (riano-
second or picosecond tlme frames) by view«
ing the visible and UV radiation associateod
with the cathode plasma in order to optimizo
cathodes In terms of uniformity of electron
emission and time of turn-on as a funotion
of voltage, cathode material, cathode geoms
etry and diode geometry.

{2) Anode Plasma: To observe the elece
tron pinch phase on anode or targoet as o
function of time, to observe the total
amount, uniformity and crude spectrum
(utilizing narrow band filters) to estimate
the temperature of the anode plasma (targot
plasma).

(3) X-ray Physics: Utilizing o plastio soin«

‘tillator on the anode or behind a pinhole,

to view the x-ray radiation associated with
the electron beam deposition In order to
measure the size and uniformity of the
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electron beam on & picosecond or nanosec-
ond time frame. :

- (4) Detector: To utilize the camera' as a
detector behind & high resolution (VUV, UV
or visible) spectrograph or x-ray crystal
spectrograph plus scintillator. This would
determine the spectrum as a function of
space and time (framing mode) in order to
determine anode or target plasma densitles

and temperatures.
(5) To wutilize camera with picosecond
laser diagnostics such as laser holography.

Application received by Commissioner
of Customs: June 15; 1977.
. Docket number: 77-00266. Applicant:-
National Radio Astronomy Obhservatory
Associated Universities, Inc., 2010 N.
Forbes Blvd., Suite 100, Tucson, Arizona
85705. Article; Klystron, Varian type
VRT-2124B. Manufacturer: Varian As-
soicates of Canada, Ltd., Canada. In-
tended use of article: The article is in-
tended to be used as a phase-locked
local oscillator in a millimeter wave
radio astronomy receiver. This receiver is
used in conjunction with a microwave
- antenna to measure the intensity, pol-
arization frequency and direction of cos-
mic radiation. Application received by
Commissioner of Customs: June 15,
1977.
. Docket number: 77-00267. Applicant:
National Radio Astronomy Observatory
Associated Universities, Inc., 2010 N.
Forbes Blvd., Suite 100, Tucson, Arizona
85705. Article: Klystron Model VRT-
2123B and Matching Heat Sink VAT-
2002B14. Manufacturer: Varian Asso-
ciates of Canada Lid., Canada. Intended
use of article: The article is intended to
. be used as a phase-locked local oscillator
in a millimeter wave radio astronomy
receiver. This receiver is used in con-
junction with a microwave antennsa to
measure the intensity, polarization, fre-
quency and direction of .cosmic ra-
diation. Application received by commis-
sioner of Customs: June 15, 1977.
Docket number: 77-00268. Applicant:
University of Illinois Medical Center-
College of Medicine, 1853 W. Polk Street,
“Chicago, Tl. 60612. Article: Nuclear
Maghetic Resonance Spectrometer, Mod-
el CXP-180. Manufacturer: Bruker
Physik A. G., West Germany. Intended
use of article: The article is intended to
be used for nmr studies of living tissues,
muscles, synaptosomes, red blood cells,
hormones, drugs, enzymes, proteins and
other biomolecules. Experients to be
conducted will include multi-nuclear
high field, high rf power and high resolu-
tion nmr studies of the chemical shift
tensor components, multipulse high
resolution studies of solids ‘T, T., T and
Tip nuclear relaxations studies, micros-
copy in vivo. The objectives of these
investigations are the development and

- application of novel medical diagnostic

techniques for studies of malighant
tumors and for biomedical research of
, muscle function and disease, understand-
ing structure function relationship of
hormones, neurotransmitters, synapto-
somes enzymes, drugs and membrane tis-
sues, and development of novel nmr
techniques for studies of physiological
brocesses. The article will also be used

FEDERAL
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to expose and teach bio-medical students

modern techniques required in studles of

imolecular structure dynamics and in

microscopy in vivo in the following

courses:

BC-413 Physlical Blochemlistry.

MC-452 Spectroscopy in Aedicinal Chemistry.

PP-415 Structure Elucldation of Natural
Products.

PY-431 Molecular Biophysics.

PY~-432 Nuclear 2Jfaguetic Resonance in
Biophyslcs.

PY-433 Continuation of PY-432.

Application received by Commissioner
of Customs: June 15, 1977.

Docket number: 77-00270. Applicant:
University of Alabama Hospitals and
Clinics Dept. of Path. Division of Surgi-
cal Path, 619 South 19th Street, Bir-
mingham, Alabama 35233. Article: Elec-
tron Microscope, Model EM 201 and Ac-
cessories. Manufacturer: Philips Elec-
tronics Instruments NVD, The Nether-
lands. Intended use of article: The arti-
cle is intended to be used for studies of
all endocrine gland tumors; such as all
breast cancers, adrenal tumors, para-
thyroid gland, pituitary tumors, and
thyroid tumors and tumors of the liver
which are studied on a more selective
basis. In addition, the article will be
use for post-graduate training for physt-
cians. Application received by Commis-
sioner of Customs: June 15, 1977.
(Catalog of Federal Domestlc Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific 2iaterials.)

RIcHARD M. SEPRA,
Director,
Special Import Programs Division.
[FR Doc,77-196G8 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

UNIVERSITY OF UTAH

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry
of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap-
plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(¢) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula-
tions issued thereunder as amended (15
CFR Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business houys of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket number: 77-00057. Applicant:
University of Utah, College of Pharmacy,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84112, Article: Mass
Spectrometer, Model MAT 731 and ac-
cessories. Manufacturer: Varian MAT
West Germany. Intended use of arficle:
The article is intended to be used in re-
search dealing with the structure eluci-
dation of nucleotides and nucleosides of
natural origin, development of mass
spectrometric techniques for analysis of
nucleotides and studies of the applica-
tions of field desorption mass spectrome-
try to involatile molecules of natural
origin, The principal method used will be

photographic recording of complete high
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resolution mass spectra from microgram-
level samples which have been introduced
into the mass spectrometer by gas chro-
matograph or by thermal or field desorp-
tion methods. Of particular interest are
naturally medified nuclecsides from
transfer ribonucleic acfd which are of
high molecular weight (>500).
Comments: No ‘comments have been
recelved with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, was being manufactured in
the United States at the time the foreign
article was ordered (June 21, 1976).
Reasons: Theforeign article provides a
resolution of 80,000.50 percent line width
(approximately 40,000 10<% valley) with
photoplate detection and a field desorp-
tion ion source. The Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW)
in its memorandum dated March 21, 1977
and the National Bureau of Standards
(NBS) in its memorandum dated May 27,
1977 advise that the combined features
of the article described above are perti-
nent to the applicant’s intended use.
HEW and NBS further advise that they
know of no domestic instrument or ap-
paratus of equivalent scientific value to
the foreign article for the applicant’s in-
tended use which was available at the
time the forelen article was ordered.
The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreisn
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which was being
manufactured in the United States at the
time the article was ordered.
(Cataloz of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
No, 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RicEarp M. Sepra,
Director,
Special Import Programs Division.

{FR D22.17-19€57 Piled 7-11-77;8:45 am]

YALE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF
MEDICINE

Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry
of Sclentific Article

The following is a decision on an appli-
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific
article pursuant to secfion 6(c) of the
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Ma-
terials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. L.
89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regulations
issued thereunder as amended (15 CFR
Part 301). .

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washingfon, D.C. 20230.

Docket numhber: 77-00167. Applicant:
Yale University School of Medicine, Sec-
tion of Cell Biology, 333 Cedar St., New
Haven, Conn. 06510. Article: Scanning
Electron Microscope, Model JFESM-30.
Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd., Japan. In-
tended use of article: The article is in-
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tended to be used for studies of cells and
subcellular components; blood vessels.
Structural details on membrane surfaces
will be investigated to detect surface
molecules either directly or after appro-
priate tagging. The article will be used
only hy graduate students in training for
research or in actual research.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci-
entific value to the foreign article, for
suich purposes as this article is intended
to be used, was being manufactured in
the United States at the'time the foreign
was ordered (September 30, 1974).

neasons: This application is a resub-
mission of Docket Number 75-00165-33—
46070 which was denied without preju-
dice ‘to resubmission on December 13,
1976 for informational deficiencies. The
foreign article provides a guaranteed res-
olution of 30 Angstroms in the secondary
electron mode. The Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW)
advises in its memorandum dated June
8, 1977 that the feature described above
is pertinent to the applicant’s intended
use. HEW also advises that domestic in-
struments could not provide the per-
tinent resolution at the time the article
was ordered. :

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which was being
manufactured in the United States at the
time the article was ordered. -
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and ‘Scientific Materials.)

) Ricuarp M. SEPPA,
. Director,
Spectal Import Programs Division.

[?’R Doc.77-19668 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am},

Economic Development Administration
LOU RAN HANDBAGS, INC.

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To .

Apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance

A petition by Lou Ran Handbags, Inc.,
162 Madison Avenue,. New York, New
York 10016, a producer of handbags and
purses, was accepted for filing on July 6,
1977, pursuant to section 251 of the Trade
Act of 1974 (Pub L. 93-618) and § 315.23

"of the Adjustment Assistance Regula-
tions for Firms and Communities (13
CFR Part 315) . Consequently, the United
States Department of Commerce has ini-
tiated an investigation to determine
whether increased imports into the
United States of articles like or directly
competitive with those prodiiced by the
firm contributed importantly to total or
partial separation of the firm’s workers,
or threat thereof, and to a decrease in
sales or production of the -petitioning
firm,

Any party having a substantial interest
in th_e proceedings may request a public
hearing on the matter. A request for a

o
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“hearing must be received by the Chief,
Trade Act Certification Divisioh, Eco-
nomic Development Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20230, no later than the close of busi-
ness of the tenth calendar day follow-
ing the publication of this notice..
JACK ‘W. OSBURN, Jr.,
Chief, Trade Act Certification
Division, Office of Planning
and Program Support.

[|FR Doc.77-19896 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

RELIABLE MACHINE WORKS, INC. -

Petition for a Determination of Eligibility To
Apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance

A petition by Reliable Machine Works,
Inc., 238 Eagle Street, Brooklyn, New
York 11222, a producer of metal house-
hold furniture, was acceptied for filing
on July 5, 1977, pursuant to Section 251
of the Trade Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-618)
and §315.23 of the Adjustment Assist-
ance Regulations for Firms and Com-
munities (13 CFR Part 315). Conse-
quently, the United States~Department
of Commerce has initiated af investiga-
tion to determine whether increased im-
ports into the United States of articles

like or directly competitive with those

produced by the firm contributed im-
portantly.to total or partial separation
of the firm’s workers, or threat thereof,

and to-a decrease in sales or production .

of the petitioning firm.

Any party having a substantial inter-
est in the proceedings may request a
public hearing on the matter. A request
for a-hearing must be received by the
Chief, Trade Act Certification Division,
Economic Development Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash-

" jngton, D.C. 20230, no later than the

close of business of the tenth calendar
day following the publication of this
notice.
Jack W. OSBURN, Jr.,
 Chief, Trade Act Certification
Division, Office of Planning

. . and Program Support.

|FR Doc.77-19897 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am|]

-

National'Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
Modification of Permits )

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the provisions of Sections 216.33 (d)
and (e) of the Regulations Governing
the Taking and Importing of Marine
Mammals (50 CFR Part 216), the Sci-
entific Research Permits issued to Dr.
G. Carleton Ray and Dr. Douglas Wart-
zok, Department of Pathobiology, The
Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore,
Maryland 21205, Mr. William A. Watkins
ahd Mr. William E. Schevill, Woods Hole
Massachusetts 02543, and the Northwest
and Alaska Fisheries Center, National
Marine Fisheries Service,.2725 Montlake
Boulevard East, Seattle, Washington
98112, are modified in the following
manner: -

The requifement of the Permits that caoh
cetacean marking activity be subject to prior
review, consultation and approval is changod
so that the Director may, at his dlscrotion,
determine whether outside consultation 18
merited. Additionally, the authorized activi-
ties are to be suspended if two animals die
or are serjously injured during the resoarch,
rather than one anfmal, as the Permits inl«
tially required.

This modification is effective on July
12, 1977. .

The Permits, as modified, and docu~
mentation pertaining to the modifica~
tions, are available for review in the fol-

lowing offices:
Director, National Marine Fisheries

Service, 3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W.,

«Washington, D.C.

Regional’ Director, Natfonal Maxine
Fisheries Service, Northwest Reglon, 1700
Westlake Avenue North, Seattle, Wash-
ington, D.C. 98109; and

Regional Director, National Maxine
Fisheries Service, Northeast Region, Fed-
eral Building, 14 Elm Street Gloucester,
Massachusetts 01930.

Dated: June 27, 1971.
|FR Doc.77-10893 Filed 7-11~77;8:46 am|]

SEA LIFE, INC.

Issuance of Permit To Take Marine
Mammals and Endangered Species

On December 23, 1976, notice was pub-
lished in the FeperalL Recister (41 FR
55927) that an application had been filed
with the National Marine Fisheries Sexrv-
ice by Dr. Edward S. Shallenberger, ¢/o
Sea Life, Inc., Makepuu Point, Waiman-
alo, Hawaii 96795, for a Permit to take by
potential haressment an unspecified
number of cetacean species, including
humpback and sperm whales listed as
endagered, in Hawailan waters for the
purpose of scientific research.

Notice is hereby given that on June 30,
19717, and as authorized by the provisions
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), and the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.8.C.
1531-1543), the National Marine Fish-
eries Service issued a Permit to Dr. Ed-
ward S. Shallenberger, for the above tak-
ing, subject to certain conditions thereto,

Issuance of this Permit, as required by -
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, is
based on a finding that such Permit: (1)
Was applied for in good faith; (2) will
not operate to the disadvantage of thae
endangered species which are the stbjcot
of the Permit; and (3) will be consistent
with the purposes and policies set forth in
Section 2 of the Endangered Specles Act
of 1973. This Permit was also issued In
accordance with, and 1Is subject to, Parts
220 and 222 of Title 50 CFR, the National
Marine Fisheries Service regulations
governing endangered species permits
(39 FR 14357) November 27, 1974,

The Permit is available for review by
interested Dpersons in the following
offices:

Director, National Marine Fisheries
Service, 3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W,,

. Washington, D.C.; and

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Southwest Reglon,-300
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South Ferry Street, Terminal Island,
- California 90731.

Dated: June 30, 1977.
[FR Doc.77-19830 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 am}]

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON

Receipt of Applications for Scientific/
Research Permit

Notice is héreby given that the follow-

ing Applicant has applied in due form
for a Permit to take marine mammals
for scientific research as authorized by
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
~ 1972 and the Regulations Governing the
Taking and Importing of Marine Mam-
mals (50 CFR Part 216) .

Dr. Albert W. Erickson, Wildlife Re-~
search Professor, College of Fisheries,
University of Washington, Seattle,
Washington 98195 requests a permit to .
conduct scientific research with the fol-
lowing marine mammals:

To take/year by tagging:
crabeater seals (Lobodon carci-

nophagus) 1,000
"Weddell seals (Leptonychotes wed-

delli) _. . 500
leopard seals (Hydrurga -lep-

tonyzr) 200

Ross seals (Ommatophoea rossit)- 100
southern fur seals (4Arctocephalus

gazella) 150
southern elephant seals (Mirounga
leonina) 50
To take/year by kmln
crabeater seals (Lobodon carni-
nophagus) 500
Weddell seals (Leptonychotes wed-
delli) 100
leopard seals (Hydrurga lep-
tonyz) 100
Ross seals (Ommatophoca rossii) - 50
southern fur seals (Arctocephalus
gazella) 25
southern elephant seals (Mirounga
leonina) 25

The animals are to be taken from the
Antarctic Continent and adjacent wa-—
ters over a period of five years.

Two of the species, southern fur seals
and southern elephant seals are listed on
Appendix IT of the Convention on Inter-
national Trade in Endangered Species
of Wild Fauna and-Flora (50 CFR, Part
23). The Applicant has been informed
of the requirements of the Convention.

The capture by tagging will be accom-
plished either by the bag capture tech-
nique or by anesthetization with syringe
guns. Information collected will include
determinations of sex, age, and measure-
ments of size and weight.

The capture by killing will be accom-
plished by eithex g gun or drug overdose.
Specimens are required for studies of the
sex and age composition and the breed-

_ing biclegy and food_habits of the seals.

The purpose of the research is to pro-
v1de additional information on existing
stocks needed to conduct the more re-
sponsive management program required

by the Antarctic Treaty, of which the

United States is a signatory nation.

Documents submitted in connection
with this application are available in the
followin'g offices:

NOTICES

Director, National Marine Fisherles
Service, 3300 Whitehaven Street, N.\W.,
Washington, D.C.; and

Regional Diractor, National Marine
FPisheries Service, Northwest Region, 1700
Westlake Avenue, North, Seattle, Wash-~
ington 98109.

Concurrent with the publication of this
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER the Secre-
tary of Commerce is sending coples of
this application to the Marine Mammal
Commission and the Committee on Sci-
entific Advisors.

Written data or views, or request for
a public hearing on this application
should be submitted to the Director, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C.
20235, on or before August 11, 1877. Those
individuals requesting a hearing should
set forth the specific reasons why a hear-
ing on this particular application would
“be appropriate. The holding of such &
hearing is at the discretion of the Di-
rector.

All statements and opinions that may
be contalned in this notice in support of
this application are summaries of those
of the Applicant and do not necessarlly
reflect the views of the National Marlne
Fisherles Service,

Dated: July I, 1977,

ROBERT J. AYERS,
Acting Assistant Director jor
Fisherles Management, Na-
itional MMarine Fisheries Serp-
ce.

[FR Doc.T7~19892 Filed 7-11~77;8:45 am]

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
Modification of Permit

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the provisions of Sections 216.33 (d)
and (e) of the Regulations Governing
the Taking and Importing of Marine
_ Mammals (50 CFR Part 216), the Sci-
" entific Research Permit fssued to Albert
‘W. Erickson, College of Fisherles, Uni-
versity of Washington, Seattle, Wash-
ington 98195, on June 13, 19%5, is modi-
fied in the following manner: The period
of validity, during which the authorized
marine mammals may be taken, Is ex-
tended from June 1, 1977, to June 1, 1979,

This modification is effective on July
12,1971,

The permit, as modified, and docu-
mentation pertaining to the modification
is available for review in the following
offices:

Director, National Marine Fisherles
Service, 3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. and;

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Northwest Region, 1700
Westlake Avenue North, Seattle, Wash-
ington 98709.

Dated: July1, 1977
[FR Doc.77-19891 Filed 7-11~77;8:45 am]

35817

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN-
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREE-
MENTS

GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN

Additional Officials Authorized To Issue
Visas and Certifications for Exempt Tex-
tile Products Exported to the United

States
Jory 7, 1977.

AGENCY: Committee for the Implemen-
tation of Textile Agreements.

ACTION: Additions to list of officials of
the Government of Pakistan authorized
to issue export visas and certifications
for exempt cotton tfextile products ex-
ported to the United States.

SUMMARY: This action adds the names
of Mohammad Akhtar Alam and Rizz
Ahmad to the previously published lists
of officials of the Government of Pakis-
tan who are authorized to issue export
visas and certifications for exempt cot-
ton textile products, produced or manu-
factured in Pakistan and exported to the
United States. Complete lists of officials
currently so authorized are published as
enclosures to the letter to the Commis~
sloner of Customs which follows this
notice.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 11, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-~
TACT:

Judith I, McConahy, International
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash-~
ington, D.C. 20230, 202-377-5423.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On July 7, 1972 a letter to the Commis~
sfoner of Customs from the Chairman of
the Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements was published in
the Feperat Recrster (37 FR 133652,
~which establishes an export visa require-
ment for cotton textiles and cotton tex-
tile products, produced or manufactured
in Pakistan and exported to the United
States. One of the requirements is that
the visas accomnanying such shipments
must be signed by an official authorized
by the Government of Pakistan to issue
visas.

On May 30, 1973 and January 18, 1974,
letters were published in the Feperarn
RecisTER (38 FR 14184 and 39 FR 2233)
{from the Chairman of the Committee for
the Implementation of Textile Agree-
ments to the Commissioner of Customs,
announcing establishment of an admin-
istrative mechanism to certify for ex-
emption from the levels of restraint of
the bilateral cotton textile agreement be~
tween the Governments of the United
States and Pakistan certain handloomed
and folklore products of the cottage in~
dustry of Pakistan. To qualify for ex-
emntion each shipment of exempt cotion
textile products must be accompanied by
e siemed certification.

The Government of Pakistan has re-
quested that the names of Riaz Ahmad
and Mohammad Akhtar Alam be added
to the lists of officials authorized to is~
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sue export visas and certifications for ex-
empt textile products exported to the
United States. In the letter published be-
jow the Chairman of the Committee for
the Implementation of Textile Agree-
ments directs the Commissioner of Cus-
toms to make this change.

. ARTHUR GAREL,
Acting Chairman, Commitiee .
for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements, Depari-
ment of Commerce.

COMMTITITEE FOR THE IMPLEDMENTATION OF
TEXTILE AGREEMENTS

COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C. 20229.
JuLy 7, 1977.

Dear Mg, CommussSIONER: This directive
further amends, but does not cancel, the
directive of June 28, 1972 from the Chalir-
man, Committee for the Implementation of
‘Textile Agreements, that directed you to
prohibit entry into the United States for
consumption and withdrawal from ware-
house for consumption of cotton textiles
and cotton textile products in Categories
1 through 64 produced or manufactured in
Pakistan for which the Government of
Pakistan had not Issued an export visa. It
further amends, but does not cancel, the
directives of May 16, 1973 and January 15,
1974 which established a certification re-
quirement for entry into the United States
for cohsumption and withdrawal from.
warehouse for consumption of designated
handloomed and folklore products of the
cottiage. industry of Pakistan, It also amends,
but does not cancel, the directives of March
3, October 7, and November 19, 1976, which
named Government of Pakistan officlals au-
thorized to Issue export visas and certifica-
tions for exempt textile prodquets.

Under the terms of the Arrangement Re-
garding International Trade in Textiles,
pursuant to the Bilateral Cotton Textile
Agreement of May 6, 1976, between the Gov-
ernments of the United States and Paki-
stan, and in accordance with the provisions
of Executive ‘Order 11651 of March 3, 1972,
the aforesaid directives are further amended
to inciude the names of Riaz Ahmad and
Mohammad Akhtar Alam who are authotized
to issue export visas and certifications for
exempt cotton textile products, produced or
manufactured in Pakistan. Complete lists of
officials currently so authorized are enclosed.

The actlons taken with respect fo the
Government of Pakistan and with respect
to imports of cotton textiles and cotton
textile products from Pakistan have been
determined by the Committee for the Im-
plementation of Textile Agreements to in-
volve foreign affairs functions of the United
States. Therefore, the directions to the
Commissioner of Customs, being necessary
to the implementation of such actions, fall
within the forelgn affairs exception to the
rule-making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This
letter will be published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

Sincerely,

ARTHUR GAREL,
Acling Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agree-
ments. ’ :

iy FEDERAL
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GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN OFFICIALS AU=-
THORIZED TO ISSUE EXPORT VISAS FOR COTTON
TEXTILE PRODUCTS EXPORTED TO THE UNITED
STATES

Riaz Ahmad Sajjad Hussain
Ejaz Ahmad Naqgvi
Shabbir Ahmad Tariq Igbal Puri
Mohammad Akhtar Abdul Ghaffar
Alam Quereshi
S. M, Anwar Mujib-ur-Rehman
S. A. Aziz Asif All Shalkh
S. Asif All Bokhari Niamat Shah
Moinul Hasan I. H. siddigi
Pir Mohammad M. Adil Siddiqui
Khan S. A. Zaldi
Ghulam Mustafa

GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN OFFICIALS AU-
THORIZED ,TO ISSUE CERTIFICATIONS FOR Ex-
EMPT ‘TEXTILE PrRODUCTS EXPORTED TO THE
UNITED STATES

* Mohammad Younus

Riaz Ahmad

Shabbir Ahmad Khan

Mohammad Akhtar Ta§ Mohammad
Alam Khan

Mohammad Abdul Malik
Mahmosd Alam Mohammad Mohsin

Mian Mahmud Ali Khalid Mahmood

Mohammad Aslam Mughal

S.A. Azlz Ghallb Mustafa

S. Asif AU Bokhart M. Z.1I. Naz s

Israr-Ul-Haque * Abdul Qayyum

Moinul Hasan Allah Rakha

5. M. Z. Hasan Niamat Shah

Mohammad Ishagq Asif All Shaikh

Abdul Wahab Khan I. H. Siddiqi’

M. Salim Kahn M. Adil Siddiqui

M. Zafar Umer Khan
[FR Doc. 77-20032 Filed 7-11-77;10:00 am|

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
g COMMISSION

CHEMICAL MONOGRAPH REFERRAL
CENTER (CHEMRIC)

Existence of a Monograph Information Sys-
tem Operated hy the Consumer Product
Safety Commission

Since July of 1975, a referral center,
known as the Chemical Monograph Re-~
ferral Center (CHEMRIC), established by
the Consumer Product Safefy Comimis-
sion, has existed to promote the sharing
of information on monographs (criteria
documents) addressing the toxicity of
chemicals (See 41 FR 6121, February 11,
1976). A monograph is a comprehen-
sive, but not necessarily exhaustive, sum-
mary and analysis of the literature on a
chemical or group of related chemicals,
with emphasis on toxicity studies. Sub-
stantial annotated bibliographies - are
also reportable to CHEMRIC. The pur-
pose of the Center is to further the co-
ordination of monograph projects within
the Commission, and within the federal
and non-federal health community, lead-
ing to better quality monographs and
avoidance of duplication of effort.
CHEMRIC welcomes participation by or-
ganizations and individuals engaged in
or concerned with the production of
such monographs. This service is cur-
rently without charge to participants.
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The Center is an approved activity of
the Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare’s Coordinating Committee
on Toxicology and Related Programs,
Toxicology Information Subcommitiee,
and is operated by the Consumer Product
Safety Commission, Directorate of Engl-
neering and Science, Division of Safety
Packaging and Scientific Coordination.

The Center accepts and stores notices
of planned, in-progress, and recently
completed monographs, and in return
searches and reports on these notices on
request. Searchable fields include chem-
ical identity, monograph title, keytermsy,
sponsoring organization, performing or-
ganization, and report number.

CHEMRIC does not maintain a library
of monographs, nor does it provide pub-
lication or evaluation services; its func-
tion is to direct an enquirer to the orga~
nization sponsoring or producing a
monograph, '

For more information, write Chemical
Monograph Referral Center, Consumer
Product Safety Commission, Westwood
Towers Building, Room 700, 5401 West«
bard Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland 20207,

Dated: July 7, 19717,

Ricrarp E. Rapps,
Secretary, Consumer Product
Safety Commission.

[FR Doc.77-10899 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

ENERGY RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT, ADMINISTRATION

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON GEOTHERMAL
ENERGY GEOPRESSURE SUBCOMMITTEE

Meeting

Jury 1, 1971,

In accordance with provisions of Pub«
lic Law 92-463 (Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act), the Geopressure Subcoms=
miftee of the Advisory Committee on
Geothermal Energy will hold its second
meeting on Wednesday, July 27, 1977,
from 10:00 a.m. to 3 p.m., in Room 317,
Federal Building, 705 Jefferson Street,
Lafayette, Louisiana. This meeting will
be open to the public. The purpose of
this meeting is: To review plans and
activities of the Division of Geothermal
Energy, U.S. Energy Research and De-
velopment Administration; in particu-
lar, to discuss and to provide sdvice on
programs and approaches to effective
government-industry cooperation with
respect to geothermal geopressure prob~
lems in the development of geothermal
eneray.

The tentative agenda for the meeting
is as follows:

10:00 a.m. Introductory Remarlg-—
Mr. R. C. Repper, Chairman.

10:15 a.m. Aim and Results of the
Geothermal-Geopressure Investigation
in Southern Louisiana—Professor Mur«~
ray Hawkins.

.



. Resource;

- 10:45 a.m. Review of the Investiga-

tion and Definition of Parameters Assg-

ciated with Testing the Geothermal-
Geopressure Well' in the Tigre Lagoon
Field—Dean O. .Carroll' Karkalits and
Dr. Bill Osborne.

11:15 a.m. Discussion and Review of
Potential of Geothermal Resource Util-
ization in Food and Kindred Products
Industries in the State of Louisiana-—T.
Schnadelback.

11:45 a.m. I'egal Problems Associated

- with Geothermal Research and Develop-

ment in the State of XT.ouisiana—
Thomas Harrell, 7

12:15 p.m. Tunch.

12745 pm. Coordination of Energy
Programs Advanced Studies, and Re-
search. Discuss Research Operations,
Analysis of the-Geothermal-Geopressure
and Present Preliminary
Planning- Scenarios in the State of
Iouisiana—Dr. B, Wilkins, Jr.

1:15 p.m. Present Status of Geapres-
sure Activities—dJ., K. Westhusing.

2:00 pm. Subcommittee Discussions
and Recommendations..

3:00 p.m. Adjourn..

Practical considerations may dictate
alterations in the above agenda. This
will be & working meeting and the
Chairman is empowered to conduct the
meeting' in 3 manner that in his judg-
ment will facilitate the orderly conduct
of business. -

‘With respect to public participation
in agenda items, scheduled above, the
Tollowing requirements shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit written
statemenis on agenda items may do so
by mailing 12 copies thereof, post-
marked no later- than July-22, 1977, to
the Director, Division of Geothermal
Energy, U.S. Energy Research and De-
velopment Administration, 20 Massa-
chusetts Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20545. Comment shall be directly
relevant to- the above agenda ‘items.
Minutes of the meeting will be-kept open
-for 30 days for the receipt of written
‘statements for the record.

(b) Information as to whether the

" meeting has been rescheduled or relo-

cated ean be obtained by a prepaid tele-
phone call or July 25, 1977 to the Division
of Geothermal Energy, Energy Research
and Development Administration, Helen
Krupovich on 202-376-4904 between
8:30 am. and 5 p.m., es.t. -
—-(e) Questions at the meeting may be
propounded only by members of the Sub-
committee and ERDA officials assigned

- to participate witlr the Subcommittee in

its deliberations.
(d)- Seating to the-public will be made
ava}lable on a first-come, first-served

(e) Theuse of still, movie, and televi-
sion cameras, the physical installation
and presence of which will not interfere
with the course of the meeting, will be
permitted both before and after the
meeting and. during. the recess. The use

- of such equipment will not, however, be

allowed while the meeting is: in- session,
- {f) Copies: of minutes will be made
available forcopying, following their cer-
tification by the Chairman in accordance

NOTICES

with the Federal. Advisory Committee
Act, at the Energy Research and Devel-
opment Administration’s Public Docu-
ment Room, 20 Massachusetts Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20545, upon. pay-
ment of all charges required by Iaw.

HARRY L. PEEDLES,
Deputy Advisory Commitiee
Management Officer.

[FR D0e.77-20022 Filed 7~11~77;8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 760-1]

ANMBIENT AIR MONITORING REFERENCE
AND EQUIVALENT METHODS

Receipt of Application for Reference
Method Datermination

Notice is hereby given that on June
14, 1977, the Environmental Protection
Agency received an application from Co-
lumbia Scientific Industries, Austin,
Texas, to determine if its Model 1600 Ox-
ides of Nitrogen analyzer should be des-
ipnated by the Administrator of the
EPA as a reference method for the
chemiluminescence measurement of ni-
trogen dioxide under 40 CFR Parbt 53,
promulgated February 18, 1975 (40 FR
7044). Xf, after appropriatz technical
study, the Administrator determines
that this method should be so designated,
notice thereof will be given in a sub-
sequent issue of the Feoenar RocisTen.

SICPHER J. GAGE,
Acting Assistant Administrator for
Research and Development.

" Jurx 5, 1977,
[FR. Doc.77~19841 Filed 7-11-T7:8:45 am]

[(FRL 760-4); OPP-1£012G]

MISSQURI DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE.

Issuance of a_Specific Exemption To Use
;erra}:nycm To Control Bacterlal Spot an
eaches

_ - The Environmental Protection Arency
EPA) has granted a specific exemption
to the Missourl Department of Arricul-
ture (hereafter referred to as the “Appli-
cant”) to use no more than 9,912 pounds
of Terramycin to control bacterial spot
on 1,000 acres of peaches in Missourl,
This exemption. was granted in accord-
ance with, and is subfect to, the pro-
visjions of 40 CFR Part 166, which pre-
scribes requirements for exemption of
Federal and State agencles for use of
pesticides under emergency conditions.

“This notice contains a summary of cer-
tain information required by regulation
to be included in the notice. For more
detailed information, interested parties
are referred to the application on file
with the Registration Divislon CWH-
56T, Office of Pesticide Programs, EPA,
401 M Street, S.W., Room E-315, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20460.

According to the Applicant, bacterial
spot is caused by the baeterium Xan-
thamonas pruni; this plant pathosen in-
fects leaves, twigs, and fruit. The Appil-
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cant stated that the losses caused by
hacterial spot dizease are normally be-—
tween 5-1095 from fruit loss and hetween
10-309: from defolintion on susceptible
varieties in Missourdi; losses may ke 2-3
times greater during wet weather condi-
Hions which are much more faverable
for development of the disease. Foliar
lesions were observed i some orchards
on Afarch 31, 1877, indieating that the
incculum was present and active much
earlier than usual this year. In addition,
the severe winter of 197677 has reduced
the Missouri peach crop by approixi-
mately 5052, and additional crop lass
frem bacterial spof would be econom-
ically: unfeasible to growers. Bactarial
spot. caused by Xanthomonas nrunt
gceurs wherever peaches are grown in
Missouri; however, it is more prevalent
in 750 acres of southeastern Miszouri in
Dunklin, Steddard, and Cape Girardean
counties because of more favorable
weather conditions for disease develop-
ment.

The Applicant stated that the cur-
rently rezistered fungicides—coppsr hy-
droxide, dodine, and basic zinc sulfate—
are ineffective for adequate control of
bacterial spot. Zine sulfate, for instance,
hos been uszed commercially for more
than 30 years, but has provided poor pro-
tection under severe diseasz conditions;
in addition, this product is incompatible
with benomyl, which is commonly applied
to peaches for the control of ofher
diseases such as brown rot, scab, and
powdery mildevr.

The Applicant proposed to: usx the
product Myco Shield Agricultural Terra-
mycin, manufactured by Pfizer Chemi~
cal Division, at the rate of 11.33 ounces
of formulation/100 gallons of spray par
acre by ground air-biast sprayers. There
will be a maximum of 7 sprays per or-

- chard. Applications will G2 made by ap-

pro:dmoetcly 50 grovers. An Extension
¥ruit Patholozist ab the Universify of
Missourt (Columbia, ITo), stated that
all ppplications of Terramycin will be
made on his recommendation, bzsad on
orchard disease and weather conditions.
Growers will be informed of the pro-
gram, and will be advised of proper dos-
ages ond application techniques.

Under normal growing condifions,
monetary lozs from damaged fruit would
be approxzimately $305,230 according to
the Applicant. However, since there has
already heen a 509 crop reduction from
winter damage, & losz of apgroximately
$153,125 iz anticipated from bacterial
spok disease damage fo peach fruit if
oxytetracycline is not made available for
control. Losses from defoliation cannot
be estimated at this time.

EPA has determined that, under
heavy incculum pressure, Terramycin
(the calcium complex of oxytetrzcy-
cline) would be needed to prevent large
scale lozses of peaches infected with
bacterial spot. Tolerances for oxytetra-
cycline hydrochloride were previousky
established at 0.35 ppm on pears; cur-
rently, a tolerance of 0.1 ppm in or onx
pears for the calcium complex of oxyfet~
racycline has been proposed; tolerances
for peaches are pending. The use of this
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pesticide for this exemption is not ex-
pected to have any adverse effects to
either man or the environment. There-
fore, a residue level not exceeding 0.1
rpm has been determined by EPA to be
adequate to protect the public health.

After reviewing the application and
other available information, EPA has
determined that () a pest outbreak of
bacterial spot on peaches has or is about
to occur; (b) there is no pesticide pres-
ently registered and available for.use to
control the bacterial spot in Missouri;
(¢) there are not alternative means of
control, taking into account the efficacy
and hazard; (d) significant economic
problems may result if the bacterial spot
is not controlled; and (e) the time avail-
able for action to mitigate the problems
posgd is insufficient for a pesticide to be
registered for this use. Accordingly, the
Applicant has been granted a specific
exemption to use the pesticide noted
above until July 31, 1977, to the.extent
and in the manner set forth in the appli-
cation., The specific exemption is also
subject to the following conditions:

1. Myco Shield Agricultural Terramy-
cin (containing the calcium complex of
oxytetracycline) , manufactured by Pfizer
Chemical Division, is authorized;

2. Application rate shall be 11.33
ounces of formulation/100 gallons of
water;

3. A maximum of 7 sprays per orchard
shall be applied;

4. A maximum of 1,000 acres in Mis-
souri shall be treated, of which approxi-
mately 750 acres will be located in
Dunklin, Stoddard, and Cape .Girardeau
counties

5. Apphcatxon shall be by air-blast
sprayers (ground application) at 100~200
N gallons of spray per acre depending on
tree size;

6. A maximum of 9,912 pounds of
Terramycin product shan be applied;

7. The duration of the application pe-
riod shall be from mid-April until’ July
31, 1977;

8. Application shall be made by
growers;

9. Dr. Paul Steiner, Extension Fruit
Pathologist, University of Missouri, Co~
lumbia, Mo., shall make recommenda-
tions on all Terramycin applications;
they shall be based on his personal
observations of orchard disease and
weather conditions. A newsletter shall be
distributed to growers in affected areas,
informing them sbout the Terramycin
program. for peaches. Subsequently, all
interested growers shall be requested to
attend a meeting at which they will be
apprised of proper dosages and applica~
tion techniques;

10. Workers shall not be allowed to
enter peach orchards after Terramycin
application until foliage is dry;

11, The Applicant shall inform Niag-
ara (a subsidiary of FMC), sole distrib-
utor of this material, that records of the
sale shall be kept and made available.
These records shall include the name and
address of the purchaser, and the quan-
tity of material purchased;

12, A residual leyel of oxytetracycline
not exceeding 0.1 ppm has been deemed

FEDERAL
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adequate to protect the public health.
The Food and Drug Administration of
the U.S. Department of Health, Educa-~

. tion, and Welfare, has been advised of

this action;

- 13. There shall be a preharvest in-_

terval of not less than 21 days;

14. All Iabel precautions  must be
followed;

15. A final report shall be submitted
to EPA by the end of 1977, summarizing
the results 'of this program; and ’

16. The Applicant shall inform EPA

immediately- of any adverse effects re-
sulting from this program and shall be
responsible for the performance of gll
provisions of this exemption.
(Sec. 18, Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended (86
Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7 U.S.C. 136(a) et
seq.).)

Dated: July 6, 1977.

Epwin L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc.77-19839 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

_ [(FRL 760-3); OPP~30000/15A]

PESTICIDE PROGRAMS

Rebuttable Presumption Against Registra-
tion and Continued Registration of Cer-
tain Pesticide Products Containing

- Diallate; Extension of Period for Submis-
sion of Rebuttal Evidence and Comments

On May 24, 1977, the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) issued a notice
of presumption against registration and
continued registration of pesticide prod-
ucts containing the ingredient diallate.
This notice was published ixr the FEDERAL
REGISTER on May 31, 1977 (42'FR 27669).
The regulations governing rebuttable
presumptions provide that the applicant
or registrant of such pesticide products
shall have forty—ﬁve (45) days from the
date such notice is sent to submit evi-
dence in rebuttal of the presumption.
However, for good ‘cause shown, an ad-
ditional sixty (60) days may be granted
in which such evidence may be sub-
mitted {40 CFR 162.11(a) (1) () ].

Requests for an additional 60 days In
which to present evidence to the Agency
have been received from many of the
applicants and registrants who were af-
fected by the notice of presumption as
well as by other interested parties. Re~
questors have specified a need for ad-
ditional time to collect, review, collate
and assemble necessary data and other
information in order to adequately rebut
and respond to this notice.

" The Agency agrees that additional
time would be beneficial for the submis-
sion of complete and accurate responses
to this notice of presumption. Therefore,
because good cause has been shown for
an extension of time by those wishing to
respond to the notice of presumption, all
registrants, applicants for registration,
and other interested persons shall have

_ until September 9, 1977, to submit rebut-

tal evidence and other comments or in-
formation. Such evidence, comments, or

other information relevant to the pro«
sumption against registration and con-
tinued registration should be submitted
to the Federal Register Section, Techni-
cal Services Division (WH-569), Offlce
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, Rm. 401, East Tower,
401 M St. SW, Washington, DC 20460.
Three copies of the comments should be
sybmitted to facilitate the efforts of the
Agency and of others interested in in-
svecting them. All comments should bear
the identifying notation “OPP-30000/
15A”. Comments and information r¢-
ceived on or before September 9, 1977,
shall be considered bhefore it is deter-
mined whether a notice shall be issued
in accordance with 40 CFR 162.11(a) (8)
(ii) and 7U.S.C. 136(a) (¢) (6) or TU.S.C,
136(d) (b) (1). Comments received aftor
Sentember 9, 1977, shall be considered
only to- the extent feasible consistont
with the time limits imposed by 40 CFR
162.11(a) (5) (i)). All written comments
filed pursuant to this notice will be avail-
able for publi¢ inspection in the offico
of the Federal Register Section at the
above address from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m.
on normal business days. The flle sup-
porting - the Agency’s presumption
acainst this pesticlde is available for
public insvection in the Office of Snecial
Pesticide Reviews, Rm. 447, East Tower,
during the same time period.

Dated: July 5, 1977.

EpwWiIn L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Adminisirator
for Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc.77-19838 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[FRL 769-8]

PROPOSED TECHNICAL GUIDANCE MAN.
UAL FOR EVALUATING COOLING WATER
INTAKE STRUCTURES AND THERMAL
DISCHARGES

Extension of Comment Period

This notice extends the period for
comments to the notice, published April
28, 1977 (42 FR 21642), announcing the
availability and requesting comments on
proposed technical guidance manuals for
use in satisfying the requirements of Sec«
tion 316 of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (86 Stat. 816, et seq.; 33
U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) <(hereinafter re-
ferred to as the “Act’).

Requests for extending the comment

.period have been received from several

interested persons and groups, includ-
ing the Edison Electric Institute, the
Utility Water Act Group, the Tennesseo
Valley Authority, and individual cltizens,

In view of the complexity of the sub-
ject matters offered for comment, as
well as their potential impact on tho
electric power generating industry, the
United States Environmental Protection
Agency has decided that extension of the
comment period would encourage ex«
amination of the manuals and related
decision-making issues to greater depth,
in turn resulting in comments more tiso~
ful to the Agency, and that a reason-
able extension of the comment closing
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" date is eight weeks from the existing

(July 1, 1977) date. The comment period
is hereby extended, end all comments
received on or before August 31, 1977,
will be considered.

Dated: July 5, 1977.

JEFFREY G. MILLER,
Acting Assr.stant Administrator
for Enforcement.

[FR Doc.77-19846 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[FRL: 760-2]

SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE

Open Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is
hereby given that a. meeting of the Ex-
ecufive Committee of the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency’s Science Advisory
Board will be held on August 4 and 5,
197, begimning at 9:00' a.m., in Room
1101, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Waterside Mall West Tower, 401
M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.

This is g regular scheduled meeting of
the Committee. The agenda will inclutie:
A, discussion of Committee activities rela-
tive to the Toxic Substances Control Act,
a progress report on work to assess the
effectiveness of EPA’s extramural re-
search, a progress report from the Study
Group on Encapsulated Pesticides, con=-
sideration of action on a request to re~
view studies on the criteria; for setting
emission standards for benzene and coke
ovens under sec. 112 of the Clean Afr Act,
and. a, request to review the Los Angeles
Catalyst Project. In addition the Com-
mittee will be briefed on selected Ageney
activities.

The meeting is open to the public. Any
member of the public wishing to attend
or submit a paper should contact Dr.
Richard Dowd, Executive Secretary of
the Execuiive Committee, (202) 755~
0263, by COB July 29, 1977.

Ricearn M. Dowp,
Staff Director,
Science Advisory Board.

. Junx .6, 1977, .
[FR Doc.77-19842 Filed 7~11-77;8:45 am]

[FRIL ‘760-5]

NATIONAL DRINKING WATER ADVISORY
COUNCIL

Open Meeting

Pursuant to Public Law 92-423, notice
is hereby given that a meeting of the
National Drinking Water Advisory Coun-
cil established under Public Law 93-523,
the “Safe Drinking Water Act,” will be
held at 9 a.m. on July 27, irxr Conference
Room 2117, Mall Area, Waterside nIall,
and at 8:30 am., July 28, 1977, in Con~
ference Room 2117, Mall Area, Water-
side Mall, 401 M. Street SW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20460.

The purpose of this meeting will be
to discuss: the National Academy of Sci-
ences’ Report concerning: the health as-
pects: of constituents found in drinxing

-

ety

water and based upon the Report the
action steps which should be developed.,
In addiHon, the rationale for standard
setting; EPA’s planned compliance pro-
gram for the Safe Drinking Water Act;
and altemative processes for the disin-
fection of drinking water will be dis-
cussed.

BEoth days of the meeting vwill be open
to the public. The Council encourages
the hearing of outside statements and
allocates a portion of time for public
participation. Any outside parties inter-
ested in precenting an oral statement
should petition the Comcil in writing.
The petition should include the general
toplc of the proposed statement and the
petitioner’s telephone number.

Any person who wishes to file a written
statement can do so before or after a
Council meeting, Accepted written state-
ments will bz recognized at Coumecil
meetings.

Any member of the public wishing fo
attend the Council meeting, present an
oral statement, or submit o written state-
ment should contact Patricl: Tobin, Ex-
ecutive Secretary for the National Drink-
ing Water Advisory Council, Office of
Water Supply (WWH-550), Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 I Strect SV,
Washington, D.C. 20460.

The telephone number i3: Arex Code
202-426-88117.

Tro:s C. JozLrae,
Assistant Administrater for
Vater and Hazardous Ilaeferials.

Jory T, 1977,
[FR Doc.T7-19363 Fllcd 7-11-T7;8:45 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[(TIAS-2894); Supplement Xo. 5]
CANADA-U.S.A. TELEVISION AGREEMENT
OF 1952

Amendment of Table A

Jore 30, 1977.

Taste or Carvapiary TELEVISION CHANTLEL
ASSIGIZIENTS AND ALLOCATIONS WITHDT
250 1Mmes or THE Canapa-US.A. Bor-
ovER, Datep June 24, 1977, A5 Revisen
T0 Arnir 12, 1977

Pursuant to exchange of correspond-~
ence between the Department of Com-
munications of Canada and the Federal
Communications Commission, Table A of
the Canada-U.S.A. Television Agreement
hoas been amended as set forth in the
attached list. It is to be noted that those
representing assignments will indicate

-~ call signs plus parameters.

Further additions, changes, and dele-
tions will be issued as reported to the
Commission by the Canodian Depart-
ment of Communications.

Coples of the baslc Table of Alloca-
tions may be obtained from Downtowm
Copy Center, 1730 K Street, NV, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036, telephone (202) 452-

422.
Warrace E. JOENSON,
Chdef, Breadcast Bureau, Fed-
eral Communications Commission..
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[Docket No. 21283; File Nos. BRCT-112;
BRCT-459; BRCT-366; BRCT-458; FCC
77-409}

GRAYSON ENTERPRISES, INC. ET AL.

Order Designating Applications for
Consolidated Hearing on Stated Issues

Adopted: June 9, 1977.
Released: July 7, 1977. '

1, The Commission has before it for
consideration: (a) the captioned appli-
cations; (b) a Petition to Deny the

broadcast license renewal applications of -

Stations KMOM-TV. and EWAB-TV
dated June 6, 1974, filed by Midlang Tele-
casting Company (hereinafter “Mid-
land”) and subsequent responsive-plead-
ings filed by the applicants and by Mid-
land *; and (c) its inquiries into the op-
eration by Grayson Enterprises, Inc., of
Stations KLBK-TV, ILubbock, Texas,
KMOM-TV, Monahans, Texas, and
KWAB-TV, Big Spring, Texas, and its
inquiry into the operation by Texas Key
Broadecasters, Inc., a wholly-owned sub-
sidiary of Grayson Enterprises, Inc., of
Station KTXS-TV, Sweetwater, Texas.
The matters raised in the Petition to
Deny and responsive pleadings were in-
quired into during the Commission’s
field investigation of the above stations.

2. Information before the Commission
raises serious questions as to whether the
captioned applicants possess the qualifi~
cations to be or to remain licensees of the
captioned stations. In view of these ques~
tions, the Commission is unable to find
that a grant of the renewal applications
would serve the public interest, conven-
ience and necessity, and must, therefore,
designate the applications for hearing.

3. By letter dated June 9, 1975, the li-
censee, by its counsel, purported to
waive, with respect to violations of Sec-
tion 73.1205 of the Commission’s Rules,

the one year statute of limitations speci--

1 Also before the Commission are the fol-
lowing related pleadings and documents: The
Opposition of Grayson Enterprises to Peti-

tion to Deny, filed September 30, 1974; Mid-’

land’s Reply to the Opposition, apparently
first recelved by the Commission’s Mail
Branch on November 4, 1974, but misplaced
and not formally filed, a copy of which was
provided by Petitioner and received Septem-
ber 15, 1975; Grayson’s Comments on the Re-
ply, filed April 28, 1975; Grayson’s “Supple-
ment to Opposition to Petition to Deny,”
also filed April 28, 1975; a lefter dated June
9, 1975, in which Grayson, by its counsel,
purported to waive with respect to violations
of Section 73.1205 of the Commission’s Rules,
the one year limitation provided in Section
503(b) (3) of the Communications Act for
assessment of , forfeltures;
“Reply on ¢omments of Grayson Enterprises,
Inc. to Petition to Deny,” filed June 24, 1975.
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[FR Doc.77-19930 Filéd 7-11-717;8:45 am]

fied in Section 503(b) (3) of the Coni~
munications Act of 1934, as amended,
for the imposition of inonetary forfeit-

770622

710622

this Order, a Bill of Particulars with ro«
spect to issues (a) through (d).
7. It is further ordered, That the

ures. However, the Commission has held Broadcast Bureau proceed with the ini~
that the forfeiture sanction may not be tial presentation of the evidence with
imposed in instances in which the notice respect to Issues (a) through (d), and
provisions of Sections 503(b) (2) and (3) the applicants then proceed with their
have not been met, and that since “for- evidence and have the burden of estab-
feiture law is involved provisions must lishing that they pdssess the requisite
be strictly construed and procedures pro- qualifications to be licensees of the Com~
vided by such law scrupulously ob- mission and that a grant of their appli-
served.” Palmetto Broadcasting Co., 33 cations would serve the public interest,
FCC 265, 308 (1961). See also Belk convenience, and necessity.
Broadcasting Co. of Florida, Inc., 29 8. It is further ordered, That to avail
FCC 2d 150 (1971), Star Stations of In- themselves of the opportunity to be
diana, Inc., 28 FCC 2d 691 (1971). In heard, the appHcants herein and the
view of the foregoing, an alternative for- Party Respondent, pursuant to Section
feiture sanction has not been included in 1.221 of the Commission’s Rules, in por-~
this order. son or by attorney, shall fille with the
4, Accordingly, It is ordered, That the Commission, within twenty (20) days of
Petition to Deny is granted to the extent the mailing of this Order, a written ap~
indicated herein and is denied in all other pearance in triplicate, stating an inten-
respects, and the captioned applications tion to appear on the date fixed for the
are designated for hearing pursuant to hearing and present evidence on the is-

and Petitioner's,

Section 309(e) of the -Communications
Aet of 1934, as amended, at a time and
place specified in a subsequent Order,
upon the following issues:

(a) To determine whether Grayson Enter-
prises, Inc., through its subsidiary, Texas
Key Broadcasters, Inc., changed the location
of Station KTXS-TV’s main studio from
Sweetwater, Texas, to Abilene, Texas, without
the prior approval of the Commission as re~
quired by Section 308 of the Communications
Act of-1934, as amended, end Section 73.613
(b) of the Commission’s Rules, and, if so,
whether such violation” was willful or
repeated; .

(b) To determine whether Grayson Enter-
prises, Inc. and/or its management officials
lacked candor with .or made written mis-
representations to the Commission regarding
the location of KTXS-TV’s maln studio;

(c) To determine whether, and if so, the
extent to which, the applicants engaged in
fraudulent billing practices in violation of
Section 73.1205 of the Commission’s Rules; ™

(d) To determine whether Grayson Enter-

prises, Inc. and/or its management officlals _.

falsified and/or fabricated, or directed their
subordinate employees to falsify and/or fab-
ricate KMOM-TV program logs;

(e) To determine, in light of the evidence
adduced under the preceding issues, whether
the applicants possess the requisite qualifi-
cations to be or to remain licensees of the
Commission, and whether a grant of the
captioned applications would serve the public
interest, convenience, and necessity.

5. It is further ordered, That in view
of the Petition to Deny filed by Midland,
Midland Telecasting Company, Midland,
Texas, .IS MADE A PARTY to this
proceeding.

6. It is further ordered, That the Chief
of the Broadcast Bureau is directed to
serve upon the captioned applicants and
the Party named in paragraph 5, above,
within thirty (30) days of the reléase of

-

sues specified in this Order.

9. It is further ordered, That the ap~
plicants herein, pursuant to Section 311
(a) (2) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and Section 1.594 of
the Commission’s Rules, shall give notice
of the hearing within the time and in tho
manner prescribed in such Rule and shall
advise the Commission thereof as re-
quired by Section 1.594(g) of the Rules,

10. Itis further ordered, That the Sec~
retary of the Commission send a copy of
this Order by Certified Mail—Returnt

. Receipt Requested to Grayson Enter«
_prises, Inc., licensee of KLBK-TV, Lub~
bock, Texas, KMOM-TV, Monahans,
Texas, KWAB-TV, Big Spring, Texas; to
Texas Key Broadcasters, Inc. licensee of
KTXS-TV, Sweetwater, Texas; and to
Midland Telecasting Company, Midland,
Texas.
- FEpERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,

VINCENT J. MULLINS,

. Secretary.

{FR Doc.77-18889 Filed 7-11-177;8:46 am|

‘ FEDERAL ENERGY
~ ADMINISTRATION

ALASKA NATURAL GAS TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEMS

Request for Comments

Notice is hereby given that the Presi-
dent, through the Office of Energy Policy.
and Planning, seeks the comments of
persons interested in the selection of &
natural gas delivery system pursuant to
the Alaska Natural Gas Transportation
Act of 1976 (Pub. L. 94-596).

This notice is published by the Federal
Energy Administration (FEA) on behalf

ES ~



of the Office of Energy Policy and Plan-
ning, which is responsible for receiving
-and conveying such comments to the

President.

On or before July 1, 1977, Federal
agencies, States, and interested parties
submitted to the President comments on
the Federal Power Commission’s (FPC)
May 1, 1977 Recommendation to the
President with respect to Alaska Natural
Gas Transportation Systems. Those com~
ments may contain information and
opinions which have not been publicly
available prior to this time. The purpose
of this notice is to afford any interested

- person an opportunity to respond to such
information and ,opinions. Any person

may submit, on or before July 25, 1977,

written comments addressing the infor-

mation and views contained in the com-

ments delivered on or before July 1, 1977.

Such comments should be sent to:

Alaska Natural Gas Transportation Project,
Federal Energy Administration, Ezecutive
Communications, Room 3317, Box NF,

Washington, D.C. 20461.

- No material submitted in response to
this notice can be returned.

Any information or data considered by
the person furnishing it to be confiden-
tial must be so identified and be sub-
mitted in writing, one copy only. The
Federal Government reserve; the right

*to determine the confidential status of
the information or data and treat it ac-
cording to its determination.

Issued in Washington, D.C. July 6,
19717, -

Erxc J. FXGr,
. Acting General Counsel, _
Federal Energy Administration.

[FR Doc.77-19840 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]-

" FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
- > BOARD

FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ADVISORY
T COUNCIL

Meejirig
JuLy 5, 1971.

Pursuant to Section 10(a) of Public
Law 92-463, entitled the Federal Advi-
sory Committee Achk, notice is hereby
given of the meeting of the Federal Sav-
-ings and L.oan Advisory Council on Mon-
day, Tuesday, and Wednesday, August 8,
9, and 10, 1977. The meeting will com-
mence at 9 am. on August 8 and 9, and
7:30 am. on August 10. The locations
of the meetings are listed below. ’

Moxpay, AUGUST 8

9:30 a.m., Conference Level, Hyatt Regency
‘Washington: Collateral on Advances—ifod~
ify Loans to Affiliated Persons—IRA and
Keogh Terms and Insurance—Administra-

.tiow of Liquidity Regs—Views on Bond
Coverage.

2 p.m., Federal Home Loan Bank Board Build-
ing: Review of Merger Criteria—Federal
Home Loan Bank Staff Evaluation of Regu-
lations—TInterest and Earnings Information
by Financial Institutions—Ezpand 90%-
95% XLoan Regulations—Real Property
Transactions with Affiliated Persons—Re-
serves Against Loan Sales—IRA and Keogh
Terms and Insurance—Afodify Loans to
Affiliated Persons.

-

.

NOTICES

'TUESDAY, AUGUST O

9 aan., Federal Home Loan Bank Board Build-
ing: Continued discussion of 2fonday after-
noon topics.

2 p.m., Conference Level, Hyatt Regency
Washington: General Discussion,

WEDNESDPAY, AUGUST 10

7:30 a.m,, Conference Level, Hyatt Regency
Washington: General Discussion. .

The meeting of the Federal Savings
and'Loan Advisory Council is open to the
public.

GARTH MARSTON,
Chairman.

[FR. Doc.77-19717 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am.]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

AUSTRALIA-PACIFIC COAST RATE
AGREEMENT

Agreément Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement, accompanied by a state-
ment of justification, has been filed with
the Commission for approval pursuant
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916,
as amended (39 Stat. 733, 715 Stat. 763,
46 U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a. copy of the agreement and the
statemient of justification at the Wash-
ington office of the Federal Maritime
Commission, 1100 I, Street, N.W., Room
10126; or may inspect the agréement
and the statement of justification at the
Field Offices located at New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, Loulsiana, San Francisco,
California and Old San Juan, Puerto
Rico. Comments on such agreements, in-
cluding requests for hearing, may he
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 2Mar-
itime Commission, Wdshington, D.C.
20573, on or before August 1, 1977. Any
person desiring a hearing on the pro-
posed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the diserimination
or unfairness with partecularity. If a
violation of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri~
ment to commerce. -

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

F. Conger Fawcett, Esquire, Graham & James,
One Maritime Plaza, San Francicco, Calf-
fornia 94111. .

Agreement No. 10012-2 is an applica-
tion on behalf of the member lines of the
Australia-Pacific Coast Rate Agreement
(No. 10012) to extend the terms and con-
ditions of the presently approved agree-
ment for an unlimited period beyond the
present expiration date of September 9,
1977, Agreement No. 10012 covers an ar-
rangement for the establishment and
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maintenance of freight rates on cargo
from ports in Australia, and inland
points via such ports, to ports on the
Pacific Coast of the United States and
inland points via such ports.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission. .

Dated: July 7, 1977,

JosepE C. POLKING,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-19921 Piled 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. T7-31]

CHEVRON CHEMICAL INTERNATIONAL,
INC. V. BARBER BLUE SEA LINE

Filing of Complaint

Notice is hereby given that a com-
plaint filed by Chevron Chemical Inter-
national, Inc. against Barber Blue Sea
Line was served July 7, 1977. Complaint
alleges that it has been subjected to pay-
ment of rates for transportation in vio~
lation of section 18(b)(3) of the Ship-
ping Act, 1916. -

Hearing in this matter, if any is held,
shall commence on or before January 7,
1978. The hearing shall include oral tes-
timony and cross examination in the
discretion of the presiding officer only
upon a proper showing that there are
genuine Issues of material fact that can-~
not be resolved on the basis of sworn
statements, affidavits, depositions, or
other documents or that the nature of
the matters in issue is such that an oral
hearing and cross-examination are nec-
essary for the development of an ade-
quate record.

Joserr C. PoLEING,
Acting Secretary.

[FR D02 77-16317 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]
Bl

DELTA STEAMSHIP LINES, INC. AND
JOHN A. MERRITT & CO.

Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
US.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-~
tain a copy of the agreement at the
‘Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commissfon, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Fleld Offices located at New
York, N.¥z, New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California, and San Juan,
Puesto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C,, 20573, on or before August 1, 1977.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise stafement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination
or unfairness shall be accompanied by 2
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a vi-
olation of the Act or detriment to the -
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commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statemert shall set forth with par-
ticularity the dets and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinfater)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

J, Durel Landry, Jr., Vice Presldent—Traf-
fic, Delta Steamship Lines, Inc., 1700 In-
ternational Trade Mart, New Orleans, Lou-
Isiana 70150.

Agreement No. 10302, between the
above-named parties, is an agency
agreement whereby Delta Steamship
Lines appoints John A. Merritt & Com-
pany as its husbanding agent at the port
of Pensacols, Florida on the terms, con~
ditions and to the extent set forth in the
agreement.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: July 7, 1977.

. JosepH C. PoLRING,
. Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc.77-19922 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

a.'

,MASSACHUSE'ITS, PORT AUTHORITY
ET AL.

Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as

amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46

U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may jnspect and ob-
tain a copy of ‘the agreement at the
‘Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.¥Y,, New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco. Califorma, and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before August 1, 1977.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of' the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio-
lation of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is-alleged,.
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

Mr. John W. Arata, Maritime Attorney, Mass-
port, 99 High Street, Boston, DMassachu-
setts 02110,

N " FEDERAL

NOTICES

Agreement No., T--3482, befween Mas-
sachusetts Porf Authority (MPA) and
Mitsui O.SXK. Lines, Ltd.; Japan Line,
Litd.; Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, Ltd.; Nip-
pon Yusen Kaisha; and Yamashita-
Shinnihon Steamship Co., Ltd., (the
Lines), is a terminal services agreement
Whereby MPA. will provide terminal and
stevedoring services at the Moran Con-
tainer Facility in Charlestown, Massa~-
chusetts. Services provided by MPA will
include container terminal stevedoring,
stripping and stuffing services and ter-
minal documentation. As compensation
for services, the Lines will pay charges
set forth in a schedule of rates listed in
the agreement. The Lines agree to en-
gage MPA as their sole and exclusive
stevedore in the Port of Boston area for
the performance of any and all services
set forth in the agreement.

"By Order of ‘the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: July 6, 1977.

Josepe C. POLKING,
© Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.77-19923 Filed T-11~77;8:456 am]

MASSACHUSETTS PORT AUTHORITY AND
ZIM CONTAINER SERVICE

. Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
USL. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy” of the agreement at the
‘Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C., 20573, on or before August 1, 1977.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of ‘discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination

or unfairness with particularity. If a vio~-

lation of the Act or detriment to the
commerde of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

A copy of any such statemenf should.

also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

Mr. John W, Arata, Maritime Attorney, Mass~
port, 99 High Street, Boston, Massachusetts
02110.

Agreement No. T-3481, betweent Mas-
sachusetts Port Authority' (MPA) and

-

Zim Container Service (Zim), Is o tor«
minal services agreement whereby MPA
will provide terminal and stevedoring
services at the Moran Container Facility
in Charlestown, Massachusetts. Services
provided by MPA will include container
terminal stevedoring, stripping and stuff-
ing services and terminal documentation,
As compensation for services, Zim will
pay charges set forth in a schedule of
rates listed in the agreement. Zim agrees
to engage MPA as its sole and exclusive
stevedore in the container terminal area
for-the performance of any and all serv-
ices set forth in the agreement,

By Order of the I‘edeml Maritime
Commission.

Dated: July 6, 19717,

Josepr C. POLKING,
Acting Secretary. -

[FR Doc.77-10920 Flled 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 77-30)

PUERTO RICO MARITIME SHIPPING
AUTHORITY

General Increase in Rates; Order of
Investigation

. Effective June 19, 1977, Puerto Rico
Maritime Shipping Authority (PRMSA)
increased its ocean freight rates betweon
the U.S.. Atlantic and Gulf Coasts and

- Puerto Rico by 10.4 percent. The in-

crease was filed with the Commission on
May 17T and 18, 1977, and was accompa=*
nied by supporting financial data pUr'=
suant to Amendment 1 to General Ordor
11 (46 CFR 512.3(Q) (1)).

Protests and inquiries have been ro-~
ceived concerning the lawfulness of the
PRMSA proposal from the Cigax Associ~
ation of America, Inc.; Hanes Corpora=~
tion; International Platex, Inc.; Puerto
Rico Manufacturers Association; Ralg~
ton Purina Company; Starkist Foods,
Inc. and Sun Harbor Caribe, Ino. Gen-
erally, the protestants allege that tho
increase will have serious detrimental
effects upon their ability to do business
in Puerto Rico, or take the position that
the Commission should carefully exam-
ine PRMSA's increase to insure that it 13
the minimum amount necesary to insure
adequate transportation service. .

‘We have permitted the subject rate in«
crease to go into effect without suspen-
sion because it is our opinion that there
is no financial justification for the sug-
pension of the proposed increases, based

.upon the data submitted. However, tho

Commission has not reached & final de-
cision concerning the reasonableness of
the 15 percent increase which is present«
1y the subject of Docket No. 75-38.
Accordingly, the Commission is of the
opinion that PRMSA’s proposed tariff
revisions listed in Appendix A should be
made the subject of a public hearing.
' Now, therefore, it is ordered, That
pursuant to the authority of Sections 18
(a) and 22 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended, and Section 4 of the Inter-
coastal Shipping Act, 1933, an investign-
tion is hereby instituted into the law-
fulness of the tariff matter listed in Ap~
pendix A for the purpose of making such
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__ Tindings as the facts and circumstances
. warrant;

It is further ordered, That as part of
this investigation, a determination shall
be made as to whether PRMSA’s pro-
posed increase in rates is unjust, un-
reasonable or otherwise unlawful under
Section 18(a) of the Shipping Act, 1916,
and Section 4.of the Intercoastal Ship-
ping Act, 1933: . )

It is further ordered, That this investi-
gation determine whether the gross rev-
enue to be derived from the proposed
rate changes is just and reasonable. Evi-
dence as to the effect of the proposed
changes on the movement of any partic-
ular commodity or commodities will be
considered relevant to this basic issue
and may be used to determine what
overall revenue will, in fact, be derived.
However, the question of reasonableness
of any particular commodity rate is not
an issue for determination in this pro-
ceeding. A particular rate will be affected
by an order that may result from this
® proceeding only insofar as g finding is

". made regarding- the reasonableness of

the overall rate level of which the par-
ticular rate is a part;
- It s further ordered, That shippers or
other persons complaining about the lev-
el of any particular commodity rate may
file a complaint pursuant to Section 22
of the Shipping Act, 1916 (46 USC 821)
and litigate the issue of reasonableness
. of such rate with respect to cost of serv-
ice, value of service and any other ap-
plicable ratemaking factors. They may
also petition for leave tosintervene in this
proceeding provided that, they will not
broaden the issue described above and
that they meet the other tests prescribed
by Rule 72 of the Commission’s Rules of

- Practice and Procedure (46 CFR 502.72) ;*

- Itis further ordered, That any changes
or amendments to PRMSA’s tarifis as
may be filed during the pendency of this
investigation will be included in this in~
vestigation subject to the foregoing un-
less; as a -result of such changes or
amendments, more than 50 percent of
PRMSA’s tarif ifems are increased
or decreased by 3 percent or more, or
PRMSA’s gross revenue will increase or
decrease by 3 percent or more;

It is further ordered, That during the
pendency of this investigation PRMSA
will serve the presiding officer and all
parties of record with notice of any tar-
iff changes affecfing any of the ten lead-
ing commodities as reported pursuant to
46 CFR 512.25 at the same time such
_changes are filed with the Commission;
It is further ordered, That this pro-
ceeding be assigned for public hearing
before an Administrative Law Judge of

1The provisions of Rule 41 of the Com-
mission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (46
"CFR 502.41) naming such persons “complain.
anis” and automatic parties without a show-
ing of compliance with Rule 72 of the Com-

* mission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure

(46 CFR 502.72) are hereby waived to insure
that the proceeding will be properly con-
fined to the issume described above. (Rule
10 of the Commiission’s Rules of Pracitce and
Procedure, 46 CFR 502.10.) -

NOTICES

the Commission’s Office of Administra-
tive Law Judges and that the hearing
be held at a date to be determined by the
Presiding Administrative Law Judge, bub
in any event, the hearing date shall not
be set until this Commission issues a fi-
nal decision on the issues in Docket No.
75-38. .

The hearing shall include oral testi-
mony and cross-examination in the dis-
cretion of the presiding officer only upon
a proner showing that there are genuine
issues of material fact that cannot be
resolved on the basis of sworn state-
ments, affidavits, depositions, or other
documents or that the nature of the mat-
ters in issue is such that an oral hear-
ing and cross-examination are neces-
sary for the development of an adequate
record;

It is further ordered, That (1) a copy
of this Order be forthwith served upon
the respondent and upon the Commis-
sion’s Bureau of Hearing Counsel and
published in the FeperarL REeGISTER, and
(2) the respondent and Hearing Coun-
sel be duly served with notice of time
and place of hearing.

All persons (including individuals,
corporations, associations, firms, part-
nerships and public bodies) having an
interest in this proceeding and desiring
to intervene herein should notify the
Secretary of the Commission promptly
and file petitions for leave to intervene
in accordance with Rule 72 of the Com-
mission’s rules of practice and proce-
dure (46 CFR 502.27) with a copy to all
parties to the proceeding.

By the Commission.

JosepR C, POLKING,
N Acting Secretary.

ArpENDIX A
PUERTO RICO JARITIME SHIPPONG®AUTHORITY

Tarlff ‘FAMC-F No. 1—-Supplement No. 10,
Effective June 19, 1977,

Tarlff FMC-F No. 2—7th Revised Page 25,
5th Revised Page 264, 2nd Reovised Page 258,
2nd Revised Page 250, 6th Revlsed Page 26,
4th Revised Page 26A, 4th Reviced Page 27,
8th Revised Page 28, 3rd Ravised Page 284,
4th Revised Page 288, 2nd Rovised Page 28C,
4th Revised Page 28D, 4th Reviced Page 29,
7th Revised Page 30, §th Rovised Page 304,
5th Revised Page 30B, 8th Reviced Page 31,
2nd Revised Page 31A, 7th Reviced Page 32,
3rd Revised Page 324, 2nd Reviced Page 328,
5th Revised Page 33, Effective June 18, 1977,

5th Revised Page 27, 9th Revised Page 28,
9th Revised Page 31, Effective July 3, 1877,

[FR Doc.77-19919 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[No, 77-29}
STOCKTON ELEVATORS V.
STOCKTON PORT DISTRICT
Filing of Complaint
Notice is hereby given that a complaint
filed by Stockton Elevators against
Stockton Port District was served July 6,
1977. The complaint alleges that re-
spondent has violated sections 15, 16,
and 17 of the Shipping Act, 1916, in con-
nection with levying of a franchise fee on

.

33885

all commodities handled over the wharf
of Stockton Elevators.

Hearing in this matter, if any is held,
shall commence on or before January 6,
1978. The hearing shall include oral fes-
timony and cross examination in the dis- -
cretion of the presiding officer only upon
a proper showing that there are genuine
issues of material fact that cannot be
resolved on the basis of sworn state-
ments,, affidavits, depositions, or other
documents or that the nature of the mat-
ters in issue is such that an oral hearing
and cross-examination are necessary for
the development of an adequate record.

JoseEra C. POLKING,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Do2.77-18218 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No. RP76-115 and Docket Nos.
RP73-109 and RP74-93]

NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP.

Order Approving Pipeline Rate Settlement
With Modification

Jury 5, 1977.

On April 6, 1977, the Presiding Admin-
istrative Law Judge certified to the Com-~
mission a proposed stipulation and agree-.
ment which would terminate the pro-
ceedings in Docket No. RP76-115 and
would resolve the controversy concerning
the rate treatment for Northwest Pipe-
line Corporation’s (Northwest) own pro-
duction from wells commenced after
January 1, 1973, on San Juan leases ac-,
quired prior to October 8, 1969 (herein-
after new preduction). The new produc-
tion issue was reserved for hearing in
Docket Nos. RP73-109 and RPT74-95. For
the reasons stated below, the Commis~
slon shall approve the proposed agree~
ment with modification.

Northwest filed a general rate increase
application on July 1, 1976, which was
desienated as Docket No. RP76-115. BY
order dated July 30, 1976, the Commis~
slon accepted Northwest'’s application for
filing and suspended its -operation until
January 1, 1977. Staff served iis top
sheets on December 1, 1976, and a pre-
hearing conference was held on Decem~
her 16, 1976. Settlement discussions held
among the parties to the proceeding, in-
cluding the Commission staff resulted in
the settlement now before the Commis-
sion. Notice of the proposed settlement
was issued on April 21, 1977 with com-
ments due on or before May 3, 1977. Com-
ments were field by Northwest and Cas-
cade Natural Gas Corporation; both
urged approval of the proposed agree-
ment. The stafl submitted oral comments
in support of the settlement at the con-
{ference held on pril 4, 1977, at which time
the settlement agreement was'introduced
in the record for purposes of certification
thereof to the Commission.

The jurisdictional cost of service
agreed to by the parties is $574,569,258
as shown in Appendix A. The settlement
rate of return is 9.81 percent with a re~
turn on common equity of 13.50 percent,
as shown on Appendix B. Because the
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settlement cost of service is slightly high-
er than the filed rates in the Docket No.
RP76-115, the parties agree that no rate
reductions or refunds will result from
the proposed agreement, and that North-
west's filed rates should be approved.
The proposed agreement contains a
provision under which Northwest agrees
to relinquish its claim for cost of service
rate treatment for its new production in
Docket Nos. RP73-109, RP74-95 and
RP77-115. In choosing to follow the na-
tional rate treatment, Northwest’s cost of
service in Docket No. RP76-115 was in-
creased by approximately $12.5 million.
Although relinquishing its claim for cost
of service treatment in these dockets,
Northwest stated that “it is in no way
precluded from taking the position in
any future rate proceeding that it is en-~
titled to cost of service treatment” for
its new ‘production. The Commission
finds that national rate treatment for
Northwest's new production is reason-
able and should be approved in accord-
ance with the term of the settlement.
‘While Northwest shall not be precluded
from claiming cost of service treatment
for its new production in future cases,

nevertheless the Commission hereby

places Northwest on notice that it will
have a heavy burden of proof to justify a-
change from national rate treatment for
such production. Once a pipeline chodses
to follow one rate treatment for its own
production, as Northwest did here, to its
own advantage, the Commission believes
that such rate treatment should be fol-
lowed consistently in succeeding cases,
. ahsent changed circumstances of a com-
pelling nature which would require a dif-
ferent resuilt.

The settlement agreement provides for
possible future refund of costs associated
with Mountain Fuel Resources’ (Moun-
tain Fuel) Clay Basin storage project.
‘The agreement includes an allowance of
$5,190,600 representing estimated pay-
ments by Northwest to Mountain Fuel
for Clay Basin storage service. Should
Northwest pay less than this allowance to
Mountain Fuel during calendar year 1977
for storage service, it will refund the
jurisdictional portion of the difference to
its jurisdictional customers. Likewise, if
Mountain Fuel is required‘to refund any
portion of its storage service charges to
Northwest, Northwest will flow through
the jurisdictional portion of the refunds
to its jurisdictional customers. The re-
funds to Northwest's. jurisdictional cus-
tomers in either case shall be made by
crediting the refund to Northwest's un-
recovered purchased gas cost account.

A second contingent refund relates to
Northwest’s tate base. For purposes of
the settlement agreement, a reference
rate base of $333,949,549 excluding ad-
wvance payments has been utilized. North-
west shall determine at the close of

-

-

NOTICES

‘calendar year 1977 the average rate base

for the year based on tQ average of the
monthly balances shown in its books and
records. Should the average rate base for
1977 be less than the referenced rate
base, the difference will be multiplied by
14.34%* and the jurisdicfional portion
refunded to jurisdictional customers. The
agreement provides for a procedure by
which staff may review and, if necessary,
challenge Northwest’s rate bdse. deter-
mination. Refunds, if any, will be passed
on to the jurisdictional customers.by
creditifig the unrecovered purchased gas
cost account. In addition, should the ac-

tual rate base be less than the referenced ”

rate base, Northwest shall calculate the
unit amount and reduce its rate accord-

_ingly.

Northwest agrees under the proposed
settlement to relinquish. its claims to re-
cover special overrriding royalty costs for
its new production for the period from
June 21, 1974 until the rates in Docket
No. RP76—115 are superseded. For North-
west’s production on wells drilled before
January 1, 1973, on leases acquired after
October 7, 1969, the proposed agreement
states that:

Northwest has and shall continue to have
the right to file appropriate current and sur-
charge rate adjustments to recover any addi-
tional payments which Northwest is required
to make to special overriding royalty interest
owners.

) The Commxssmn’s review of the pro-
posed language indicatessthat it does not
provide the necessary safeguards fto as-
sure that Northwest’s costs and revenues
match. The Commission’s order of July
30, 1976, in. Docket No. RP76-115 rejected
g, tariff sheet reflecting a potential special
overriding royalty cost increase without
prejudice to Northwest refiling a tariff
sheet reflecting a current surcharge for
any special, overriding royalty cost in-
creases during the period in which the
Docket No. RP76-115 rates are effective.
The above-quoted language does not con-
nect the adjustments to any particular
rate level. Because of this, such increases
could be passed on to Northwest’s cus-
tomers without Commission review of the
justness and reasonableness of the under-
lying rate level. Accordingly, the Com-
mission shall modify the agreement by
providing a means for obtaining neces-
sary data to determine the reasonable-
ness of any increase for special overrid-
ing royalty costs filed by Northwest and
for taking such action as may be appro-
priate in light of the filing, as herein-

‘after ordered. The Commission believes

such action is in the public interest and

. follows the spirit of the agreement which

1This Is the factor for the settlement rate
of return of 9.81% and the, related income
tax of 4.53%}

’”

states that Northwest’s right to file and
collect increased rates for special over-
riding royalty costs “does not resolve the
question whether such rate adjustments
may be just and reasonable.”

The settlement agreement containg an
advance payments tracking provision,
and provides for revised tariff provisions
which permit the current collection,
through, a surcharge, of demand charge
credits and the collection of carrying
charges on unrecovered purchased gs
costs. Under the agreement, Northwest
cannot file a general rate increase which
will become effective prior to January 1,
1978.

‘The Commission’s review of the pro-
posed settlement agreement indicates
that approval, with the modification or-
dered, would be in the public interest.
The settlement cost of service represents
a reasonable determination of the costs

- incurred by Northwest, and in those cases

where possible refunds can be anticl’
pated, provides a reasonable means of
audit, review and refund which will pro-
tect all parties.

The Commission orders: (A) The pro-
posed settlement agreement, certifled to
the Commission on April 6,°1977, and
incorporated herein. by reference, s
hereby approved, subject to modification
below.

(B) Nothing contained herein shall
be deemed to relieve Northwest of the
Commission’s filing requirements in Part
154.63 of its regulations should the Com~
mission determinessuch data is necessary
in judging the propriety of a tariff filing
relating to’ special overriding royalty
costs, Further, nothing contained herein
shall be construed as limiting the Com-~
mission’s rights under the Natural Gas
Act to reject or otherwise dispose of any
tariff filing made by Northwest to colleot
the potential overriding royalty costs.

(©) The hearing on pipeline produc-
tion issues previously ordered in Docket
Nos. RP73-109 and RP74-95 is hereby

.canceled and the proceedings termi-

nated. -

(D) Northwest “shall file within 30
deys of the issuance of this order re-
vised tariff sheets in accordance iwith
the terms of the settlement and of this
ofder. Upon compliance with the terms
of this order, the proceeding in Dockot
No. RP76-115 shall be terminated.

(B) The Secrtary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Commission.

KeNNETH F. PrumMp,
Secretary.
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Arpexpix A—Northwest Pipcline Corp.,
Docket XNo. BRP76-115, Sctilement Cost of
Serrice

[Docket Nos. RP76-115, RP73-103, and RP74-53)

Line . Description Amount
No.
) ) ®)
1 Opemtmn and maintenancs ex-
18527,235,852
2 Deprecmhon, depletion and am-
ortization. oo e 20,7933,85%
3. Taxes, other than income_...__. 7,055,519
4 State income taxes. .. — 037,
5 Federali taxes 16,829,617
-6 Otherincome deductions—dona-

. tions. 4,30
7 Return2t 981 Pete e oeeeee 33,007,410
8 Total cost of servics before

revenue credits.___..._..  €05,56), 450
9 Deduct other operating revenges. (24, 65%.277)

10 Total cost of service....--. 581,901,213

11 Jurisdictional cost of service..... 574,503,258

12 Jurisdictional revenue at filed

rates 574,284,892

13 Jurisdictional revenue ex- i}

- cess or (deficiency). - ——on (504, 350)

1Includes $20,470,125 fnr commany-swned production
from wells commencad on and after Jan, 1, 1373 (12,553,
009,000 {t2 at 14.73/in%a priced ot the Tnztional rates nro-
scribed in FPG opinion No. 770-A) and$458,503,335 for
p d gas costs (369,522,000,000 1t3 priced at an aver-
age purchased gas cost of $1.2303).

AppENDIX B.—Northwest Pipeline Corp.,
Docket -No. RP76-115, Settlemeat Rate
of Return

{Docket Nos. RP76-115, RP73-103 and RP74-5)

[In percent]
Line . Canital- Costof Rateof
No, Descriplion ization capital returm
ratio o
(@) ®) © @
1 Longterm debt.. 6248 7.8 49D
2 Preferred stock...  5.30 10,53 .58
3 Commoneguity.. 3222 13.50 4.35
2 Totel 10000 .51

[FR DocT7-19689 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP77-41]
SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.

Order Granting Petition for Emergency
Relief
Jory 5, 1971,
On Marchﬂ 1977, Southern Natural
- Gas Company "(Southern) filed a peti-
tion for emergency relief in the cap-
tioned docket. The petition seeks author-
ization to recover the costs of an emer-
gency gas storage service rendered by
Northern Tlinois Gas Company (NI
Gas) to assist Southern in meeting Pri-
ority I requirements from January 18th
through March 19th of this year. For
the reasons set out below, the Commis-
sion grants the petition and allows
Southern to recover, through the PGA
provision of its tariff, the costs associated
with the emergency service totaling
about $1.8 million.
To meet threatened curtailments of
Priority 1 customers, Southern arranged,
bursuant to 18 CFR 2.68, an emergency

NOTICES

storage service from NI Gas whereby NI
Gas agreed to provide up to 1,000,000
Mcf of gus during o 60-day perlod at
rates of up to 150,000 Mcf per day. In
return, Southern agreed to replace the
gas wifhdrawn from NI Gas's storage
facilities on a three-to-one basls. South-
ern took approximately 800,000 Mcf of
gas from January 18 through March 19,
1977. The payback obligation, then, is
about 2.4 million- Mcf. Southern’s peti-
tion seeks to recoup the costs of the pay-
back as well as the transportation costs
incurred in the transaction.

The total cost of the emergency serv-
ice is $2,322,863 or $2.8029 per Mcfl
This cost is comprised of the cost of gas
and the cost of transportation and is
calculated as follows: The cost of the
800,000 Mcf withdrawn from NI Gos's
storage and detivered to Southern is said
to equal the cost of payback volumes.
The source of payback volumes Is os-
sumed to be Southern’s system supply.
Since Southern’s average cost of gas s
66.74 cents per Mcf, the cost of paving
back 2.4 million Mef Is $1,601,760. Total
transportation charges are $721,103. This
figure represents total transportation
charges for deliveries of emergency gas

- and redeliveries of payback volumes plus

the cost to Southern of supplying gas
retained by one pipeline for compres-
sion fuel and line loss. Charges by the
four pipelines involved in the transporta-
tion are detailed in the Appen
Of the $2.9029 per Mcf total cost, $2.24
per Mcf, or the cost of the emergency
supplies in excess of Southern’s base rate
for gas of G6.74 cents (already recov-
ered), will be recouped through the PGA
rate increment anthorized herein.
Southern submits that the transaction
with NI Gas was necessary to maintain
service to high priority customers; that
without the emergency ges supply ob-
tained from NI Gas a major disaster
would have occurred on Southern’s sys-
tem; that the price pald for the emer-
gency service was prudent under the cir-
cumstances; and that, therefore South-
ern should bhe authorized to recover all
costs associated with the transaction.
Southern cites In the telegraphic order,
issued January 18, 1977, which sugrested
that Southern encourage distributors to
switch to alternate fuel supplies, such as
propane, and which authorized Southern
to pay the costs of alternate fuels in re-
turn for the gos made available by sub-
stituticn. Southern argues that total
cost of the NI GAS transaction was sub-
stantially lower than the costs of ob-
taining alternate fuels. For example,
Southern claims that to replenish gas
withdrawn from storage NI Gas required
increased supplies of SNG. SNG, at that
time, would have cost Southern $4.00
per Mcf including transportation.

Based upon a review of Southern’s pe-
tition, and the Commission’s general
“knowledge and understanding of the
circumstances faced by Southern in the

2 ALl figures are’ approximate. Dollar est-
mates are based on 800,000 nfef initinl take
which is rounded from the 789,080 2fcf.
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first feww months of 1977, the Commis-
slon finds that the emergency transac-
tion entered into between NI Gas and
Southern was in the public interest and
that Southern’s agreement to pay back
on a 3:1 basis was not unreasonable given
the existing circumstances. Southern
shall therefore be authorized to recoup
the costs of its gas acquisition as de-
seribed above.

he Commiszion notes that the relief
requested is desizned to make Southern
whole; that is, to allow recovery of all
costs associated with the NI Gas transzc-
tion—no more or no lezs. In allowing
this type of cost recovery, there are two
factors which must be evaluated to as-
sure that the pipeline is not allowed fo
recover more than the actual costs in-
curred in the transaction. First, the pipe-
line’s underlying rates and cost of serv-
ice mu:* be evaluated to determine
whether a double recovery of transpor-
tation charges paid to others will occur.
To the extent that a pipeline’s underiy-
ingz rates embody transportation charges
paid to others, there is the pozsibility
that by including similar transportation
charges In PGA rates, the pipeline will
recover transportation costs twice. This -
cons’deration is not of major concern
here since “transportation charges paid
to others” represents an insizmifi~ant
portion of Southern’s overall cost of
service and because it is appareng-that
Southern’s need for emergency gas sup-
plies was not causally related to a reduc-
tion in gas volumes transported by
others. In other words, Southern, by in-
curring emergency transportation costs
did aot save other transportation costs;
the costs allowed to be recovered hercin
are in addition to and do pot replace
costs which otherwise would have been
incurred.

Second, the pipzline’s actual sales vol-
umes rust b2 compared with the sales
volumes projected in that pipzaline’s most
recent rate case. When emergency sup-
pliez allow a pipeline to sell greater vol-
umes of gas than anticipated, and when,
as kere, that pipeline is allozating costs
on the United Method, there is an im-
minent danger that revenves will be pro-
duced which will yield an unreasonably
hizh rate of refurn. This “windfall” will
oceur since a sicnificant portion of fixed
costs are recovered through the com-
modity portion of the pipeline’s under-
Iving rates. This concern is not control-
ling in our presemt determination
because Southern’s previous setilement
agreement includes a provision for an
adjustment, of rates and appropriate re-
furds if annual sales for the 12 months
ending September 30, 1977, exceed es-
timated test year ca]&e.

Public notice of Southern’s petition, is-
sued on April 7, 1977, provided for com-~
ments to be ﬁled cn or before April 22,
1977, NI Gas filed a petition to mtervene
stating that it had an interest in the
proceeding which was not adequately
represented by any existing party. NI
Gas has no comments on the substance
of the petition and does not request a
hearing. NI Gas’ pet;ltion to intervene
shall be granted.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 42, NO. 133—TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1977



35888

The Commission orders: (A) Southern
is authorized to track in its PGA rates
the costs of the emergency storage serv-
ice rendered by NI Gas, as more fully de-
scribed herein. .

(B) NI Gas is permitted to intervene
subject to the rules and regulations of
the Commission; Provide,- however, that
participation of such intervenor shall be
limited to matters affecting asserted-
rights and interests as specifically set
forth in.the petition to intervene; and,
Provided further, that the admission of
such intervenor shall not be construed as
recognition by the Commission that it
‘might be aggrieved because of any order
‘of the Commission entered in this pro-
ceeding.

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Commission.

- KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

ArpEndix.—Transportation charges for the
transactions are.as follows (all figures
are approxzimate)

Deseription Rato  Volume Amount

NI Gas to Southern:
Natural Gas Pipeline
Co. of Americ8.. ..
'I‘mnsc%lttineéxml QGas
o Line Corp......
Eoutg Tcxas ég ther-

ing
Southcm to NI Qas:
Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Corp.
Natural Gas Pipeline
Co. of eﬂca..--_-
Natural (value of 5
gas retained as

o,
+2000 2,400,000 480,000

. mmecmemmmneme—eee 8074 125,316 84,303
» Unlbed Gas Pipeline .
Co. ® -
Total transporta-
tion charge: 721,103
3 No chargo.

[FR Doec.77-19687 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RI77—31q
THOMAS A. BARTOE
Order Granting Petition for Special Relief
JuNe 5, 1977.
On January 21, 1977, the Pennsylvania,
Oil and Gas Association filed a “Notice
- of Independent Producer Rate Change
Tiling” on behalf of one of its members,
Mr. Thomas A. Bartoe (Bartoe). By this
filing, Bartoe seeks an increase in rate-
from 29 cents per Mecf to a total rate of
68 cents per Mecf at 14.73 psia for sales
of natural gas to Columbia Gas Trans-

NOTICES.

mission Corporation (Columbia) from
the Cady No. 1 Well located in the Eau
Claire Field, Venango Township, Butler
County, Pennsylvania. Bartoe, a small
producer, owns 100 percent of the work-
ing interest in the well. Bartoe submitted
g letter dated February 11, 1977, wherein
Columbia states_ that it is willing to
amend its August 23, 1956, base contract
with Bartoe to provide for a price-found
just and reasonable by the Commission,

Bartoe states that because of cavings
and water, the Cady No. 1 Well must be

bailed, cleaned out, and & packer sebt
.which will prevent further cavings or

water from covering the gas producing
sand. Bartoe estimates the cost to move
a rig in, bail, clean out to bottom, run
a packer on & string of two-inch tubing
and connect up is $4,080. While not filed
as such, we shall treat Bartoe’s Notice
of Rate Change as a petition for special
relief " pursuant. to section 2.76 of the
Commission’s Statements of General
Policy and Interpretations.

._Notice of Bartoe’s filing was issued
on February 9, 1977, and was published
in the FEpERAL REGISTER on February.16,
1977, at 42 FR 9431. No petitions to in-
tervene or protest were filed.

Based on’ analysis of data submltted
by Bartoe, Staff estimates that 37,836
Mecf of natural gas reserves at 14.73 psia
remain to be produced over a period
of twelve years, and concludes that the
requested relief is warranted on a cost
basis? After a careful review of the costs

“to be incurred and the reserves to be

recovered, we conclude that it is in the
public interest to grant Bartoe special
relief.”

The Commission finds: The application -

for a rate increase filed by Bartoe meets
the criteria set forth in section 2.76 of
the Commission’s Statement of General
Policy and Interpretations.

The Commission orders: (A) Bartoe’s

application for a rate increase, herein.

treated as a petition for special rehef
is hereby granted.

(B) Bartoe is authorized to collect a
total rate of 68 cents per Mcf at 14.73
psia for sales of natural gas to Columbisa
from Bartoe’s Cady No. 3 Well located
in the Eau Claire Field, Venango Town-~
ship, Butler County, Pennsylvania, effec-
tive on the date of issuance of this order
or on the date of completion of the pro-
posed work, as specified in the text of
this order, whichever is later. This
authorization is contingent upon Bar-
toe’s filing within 30 days of the effective

* 1See Appendix A attached hereto.

‘date provided herein a statement signed

by Columbia that the proposed work has
been,pe;‘formed to Columbia’s satisfac-
tion.

(C) Within 30 days of the date of is-
suance of this order, Bartoe shall sub-
mit a copy of an amendment to its base
contract with Columbia giving Bartoe
the contractual authority to collect the
proposed rate.

By the Commission.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.
AprrENDIX A—Thomas A. Bartoo, Doclet
No. RIT7-31, -Cady No. 1 Well, Eau
Claire Field, Butler County, Pcmwyl-
vanie

" Lino Ttem Aot
No.
i Unit Cost of Qas
1 Neot working interest volumes:
2 a5—1,000 £t at 14.73/In7 ol e ocucanan 37,830
.3 Liquids. 0
4 Cost of production:
5 Roturn on rato baso?...... tasaasnacas 45,608
[] D.D. & A3
7 Production oxponse 4. . cueacecacaavan
8 Regulatory exponso .
9 Total cost of production e e caacacas 21,2
f———]
10 Unit cost of gas (cents per 1,000 £i2):
1 Cost of pr uction e wene 12,00
12 Production tax? 0
13 Total Undt o8t cncuaan

137,836 times 1.00 net working Interest.
3 Lfne 19 of sheet 3 times 0.15 times 12 yr productive

5 “Lino 6 of sheot 2.

4 Based on estimated 1977 productlon oxpense of
$1,016 escalated b pet per yoar Ior t o first § years. Plug
a enso rontal paymont of $50 pe

§ Lino 2 times 0.1 cents per 1,000 m por opinion No. 740,

8 Line 9 divided by line
7 No production tax in Pennsylvunlu.

Lino Itom Amount
No.
Investment
1 Investment ‘
2 Remaining not book vuluo...... aane $2,700
3 Install packer and drain off water.ea 4, 080
4 Total investment 0,780
5 Less salvago valuou e eeceeeaecuneouey 0
~ St——
6 Depreelablo investmonta e eeueea 0,780
f————]
7 Deopreciation per unit of produetion !....0. 17019

$ Line ¢ divided by 37,830,000 ft
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Average Anaual Investment and Rate Base

AnnpalN, Beginning
. WL t‘fﬁxg— of year
Line duc! Investment Lodefyesr  Avorm
No. - Tear (L,000 [tD) Dipreclationt fnvestrment {ovestment?
e} ‘('b) © @ © o
1 Averaypo investmentz
2 1977. 4,44 $4,780 8§23 85,034 £3,22
3 1978. * 4,200 5,084 53 5,231 5,013
4 1879, 3,800 5,231 [oxx] 4,632 4,E32
5 1980, 3,650 4,8 [reta] 3,876 4,201
6 1981 3,350 3,878 632 3,274 3,515
7 1832 3,180 3,204 o 2,708 2033
8 1083, 2,940 2,704 frarg 2,177 2441
9 1984 2,760 2177 423 1,082 1,828
10 1985 2,550 1,32 462 1,220 1,431
11 1986. 2,400 1,200 420 729 1,043
12 1987, 2,250 w 403 o2 3
13 1988, - 2,138 <82 S33 [1] 151
. 14 Total 37,838 o G758 s 5,288
15 Average annual investment 3 2,037
16 Annual rate basa:
17 Avercgonnnual investment. 2,637
13 Avergge sunual working capital
allowance 13
19 Average snmal rate base 3,022
1 Col, (b) timesline7 ofsheet 2.

- 3(Col (c) pluscol. {e)) divided by 2.
2 Col. () )c?line 14 divided by 12 year productive life.

20,125 times line 7 of sheet 1 divided by 12 ¥r productive life.
[FR Doc.77-19688 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER76-331]
WISCONSIN POWER & LIGHT CO.
Order Approving Settlement Agreement

Jory 1, 19717.

On April 6, 1977, Wisconsin Power &
Light Company (WP&L), filed “Motion
of+Wisconsin Fower and Light Company
for Order Approving Settlement Agree-
ment, Accepting Tariff Sheets For Fil-
ing, and Terminating Proceedings.” At~
tached to the motion was a separate
document entitled Seftlement Agree-
ment. The Commission finds that the
Settlement Agreement js in the public in-
terest and accepts and approves it as
hereinafter ordered and conditioned.

Proceedings in this docket were initi-
ated on December 4, 1975, when WP&L
tendered for filing proposed rate in-
creases for thirty two municipal whole-
sale customers, two private utility whole-
sale customers, and five rural electric
cooperative wholesale customers. By or-
der issued December 31, 1975, the Com-~
mission rejected the filing for WP&L's
six_customers with fixed rate contracts?
In addition, the Commission accepted
the filing for WP&L's other wholesale
customers and -suspended the effective-
ness of the proposed rate schedules un-
il March 4, 1976. The Commission
granted intervention to the municipals’
private and cooperative wholesale cus-
tomers who protested the filing and peti-
tioned {o intervene.

Notice of the settlement was issued on
April 26, 1977, with responses due on or
before May 13, 1977. On April 14, 1977,
both the Municipal and Cooperative
wholesale customers filed comments in-

1 Namely, Pioneer Power & Iight Company,
Cross Plains Electric Company, Stoughton,
Columbus, Princeton and Shullsburg. -

dicating that the Secttlement Agree-
ment’s proposed rates represent a rea-
sonable resolution of the issues presented
in this case? The wholesale customers
further assert that they consider WPE&L's
agreement to provide them with noti-
fication of changes in the estimated cost
of nuclear fuel in the fuel adjustment
clause as part of the consideration of the
Settlement Agreement. In addition, ap-
pended to the wholesale customers’ com-
ments was a letter dated March 17, 1977
signed by the Controller, on behalf of
WP&L, to the Intervenors stating that
“WP&L agreecd to notify the intervenors
promptly of any changes in the estimates
of nuclear fuel costs reflected In applica-
tion of WP&L's fuel adjustment clause.”
The intervenors request that this letter
be made a part of the record of this
proceeding. Neither WPE&L nor Staff has
objected to the Inclusion of this docu-
ment into evidence. Indeed, Staff has
tacitly supported it. On May 13, 1977,
Staff filed its Comments endorsing the
Settlement Agreement as filed, with the
caveat mentioned by the wholesale cu-
tomers in their Comments,

Under the proposed settlement, joined
by all parties, the rate increase would be
reduced by approximately $2,569,600 to
a rate Increase of $1,441,600 based on

‘the same test year. Staff’s informal Top

-

Sheet presentation would justify an in-

2Belmont, Black Barth, Boccobol, Brade-
head, Cuba Clity, Footville, Hazel Green,
Hustiford, Juncau, Lodf, Xfuscoda, New
Glarez, Pardeeville, Plymouth, Reedcburg,
Sheboygon Falls, Sun Pralrle, TWaounakee,
‘Waupun, Wisconsin Dells, Adams-AMarquette
Electric Cooperative, Central 1icconsin Elcc-
tric Cooperative, Columbus Rural Electric
Cooperative, Roclk County Electric Coopera-
tive Asso., Waushara County Electric Coop-
erative; Inc.
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crease of 51,557,381, The Staff computes
the settlement rates to produce an
earned rate of return of 8.88% with
11.44%5 return on common equity from
the wholesale service. ”

The Commission finds: (1) The pro-
posed Settlement Agreement should be
approved and made effective as herein-
after ordered and conditioned.

(2) Good cause exists to waive Sections
35.3 and 35.13 of the Regulations.

(3) Good cauce exists to make the let-
ter dated March 17, 1977, signed by Al-
bert W. Graham, Confroller, on behalf
of WP&L, to Intervenor’s counsel a part
of the record of this proceeding.

‘The Commission orders: (A) The Set-
tlement Agreement tendered to the Com-
mission on April 6, 1977, is hereby ac-
cepted, incorporated herein by refer-
ence and approved subject to the follow-
ing conditions. .

(B) Waiver of Segtions 35.3 and 35.13
of the Regulations is hereby granted and
the tendered rate schedules are hereby
accepted for filing to be effective March
4, 197623

(C) The Settlement Agreement is
hereby approved; provided, however,
that the settlement rates will not pro-
duce revenues in excess of Staff’s recom~
mended rate of return of 9.11%, includ-
ing 12.00% on common equity.

(D) In accordance with-the terms of
the Scttlement Agreement, WPEL is di-
rected to refund within thirty days of
the date of this order, all amounts col-
lected in excess of the settlement rates
with interest at 95 per annum. In addi-
tion, WPEZL is directed to file a com-
pliance report within fifteen days after
refunds have been made, such report to
show the monthly billing determinants
and revenues under prior, current and

settlement rates. The report should also -

show the monthly rate refund, and the
monthly interest computation tozether
with a summary of such information for
the total refund period. A copy of such
report shall be furnished to each state
commission within whose jurisdiction
the wholezale customers distribute and
sell electric enerpy at retafl.

(E) This order is without prejudice fo
any finding or order which may have
been made or which will hereafter be
made by the Commission, and is with-
out prejudice to any claims or confen-
tions which may be made by the Com-
misslon, the Staff, or any party or per-
son affected by this order, in any pro-
cezding now pending or hereafter Insti-
tuted by or asainst VWPE&L or any person
or party.

(F) The letter dated March 17, 1977,
slrned by Albert R. Graham, Controller,
on behalf of WPE&I, to Intervenor’s coun-
sel is hereby made a part of the record
in this proceeding.

(G) The Secretary shall cause prompb
publication of this order in the Fepzrar,
RrcIsTER.

By the Commission.

Rennerz F. PLons,
Secretary.

38co Appendix for rate schedule desizna=-
tlons,
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APPENDIX.—Wisconsm Power & Light Co.,
Docket No. ER76-331 .

Scttlément rates

. Rate
Supple- schedule

ment FPC
No.

Buper-
sedes
supple-
ment
No.

Customer
No.”

Munief bﬁl customers—-
Rato W-3:1

City ot Evansville...z
Village of Gresham......
Vmage of New Glarus.
village of Hustiford ...
City or Sun Prairio._. .
outh.ao.au

ot
(=1

City of PI

City of Reedshurg. «.—
Village of Hazel Green..
Village of Mount Horeb -
Village of Black Eartlx- FO
'Vlllngo of Prairle D

City of Wisconsin Dells..
Cit; y of _Bheboygan
Clty (1@ 70T |
Villago of Pardoville...-
Village of Wonewoe...——
Village of Mazomanie...-
Village of Waunakeo. ...
Village of Belmont......
Village of Footville....-
©oo cmtivo customer—- X
ate W-2.
TRock County Electric -
Cooperative .Assocl- B
ation. coubeemn..
Columbus Rural Blee-
tric Cooperative.....--
Waushara County
Eleetric Coopcmtive.
AdamsMarquette
Electric Cooperative.
Central Wisconsin Elec-
tric Cooperativo......
Munlcipul customcr-—-

Clty ot Stoughton 8..._-...
Village of Black Earth. ...

=3 =3
WWWRNIOD Iy NS IIITXRNRRONDOO

105
112
113

W oW W T

115
116

et

1 Undated; filed Apr. 6, 1977, effective Mar. 4, 1976.

2 Undated; filed Apr. 6, 1077; eflective Feb. 13, 1977,

# Undatod; filed Apr. 6, 1077, effective Mar. 4, 1976,

- ;? ged e.signntion of suppfement No. 8 to rate schedulo
No. 9

IFR Doc.’7'7—19690 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
EQUIMARK CORP.

Order Granting Determination Under Bank
Holding Company Act

Funding Systems Corporation
© ("FSC”), Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, has
requested a determination, pursuant to
section 2(g) (3) of the Bank Holding
Company Act of 1956, as amended
(*Act?) (12 U.S.C. 1841(g) (3)), thab
Equimark Corporation (“EC”), Pitts-
burgh, Pennsylvania, a bank holding
company within the meaning of section
2¢a) of the Act, as amended (12 U.S.C.
1841(a)) (“Act”), by virtue of its owner-
ship of more than 25 per cent of the
issued and outstanding voting shares of
Equibank, N.A. (“Bank”), Pitisburgh,
Pennsylvania, is not in fact capable of
controlling G. Gray Garland or Floyd R.
Ganassi, both of Pittsburgh, Pennsyl-
vania, notwithstanding the fact that both
are indebted to Bank. Pursuant to an

agreement dated April 22, 1975, EC sold

N FEDERAL
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all of its interest in FSC,,- formerly a
direct subsidiary of EC, to Messrs, Gar-
Jand-and Ganassi.

Under the provisions of section 2(g) ( 3)

" of the Act (1IZ'U.S.C. 1841(g) (3)), shares

transferred after January 1, 1966, by any
bank holding company to a transferee
that -is indebted to the transferor or has
one or more officers, directors, trustees,
or beneficiaries in common with or sub-
ject to control by the transferor, are

.deemed to be indirectly owned or con-

trolled by the transferor unless the.

Board, after opportunity for hearing, de-
termines that the transferor is not in fact
capable of controlling the transferee.
FSC has submitted to the Board evidence
to support its contention that EC does
not in fact control either Mr. Garland
or Mr. Ganassi.

Notice of .an opportunity for hearing
with respect to FSC’s request for a de-
termination under section 2(g) (3) .was
published on- April 8,.1977. [42 FR 18658
(1977 1. The time provided for request-
ing a hearing has expired. The only such

. request that has been received by the

Board has been withdrawn.

It is hereby determined that EC is not
in fact capable of controlling either M.
Garland or Mr. Ganassi, This determi-
nation is based upon the evidence of rec-
ord in this matter, including the fol-
lowing facts: Mr. Garland and Mr.
Ganassi are both individuals of sub-
stantial means, and, but for a two-
month period immediately prior to the
FSC transaction, during which both
served as officials of FSC, neither has
ever served as.an officer, director, or em-
ployee of EC-or any of its subsidiaries.
'The indebtedness of both individuals and
their related interests to EC and its

subsidiaries arose in the normal .course -

-and independent conduct of the business

of the individuals and their financial
interests. No security interest was re-
tained by EC in the shares of FSC trans-
ferred to Messrs, Garland and Ganassi,
and although a subsidiary of EC has con-
tinued to make credit available to FSC

following the transfer, it appears that

such credit was extended in the ordinary
course of that subsidiary’s lending.busi-
ness. Debt owed by Messrs. Garland and
Ganassi and their interests to subsidi-
aries of EC on April 22, 1975, have been
partially but significantly repaid. Fur-
thermore, the sale of shares of FSC to
Messrs. Garland and Ganassi appears to
have been the result of arms-length ne-
gotiations, and there is no evidence that
the sale was motivated by an intent to
evade the requirements of the Act. There
are no interlocking officer or director re-
lationships between EC -or its subsidi-
aries and FSC. The board of directors of
FSC has submitted a resolution disclaim-
ing control over FSC by EC or its sub-
sidiaries, and a similar resolution by the
board of directors of EC was submitted
disclaiming control over FSC.

This determination is based upon the
representations made to the Board by

’

FSC and EC. In the event the Board -

should hereafter determine that the facts
material to thls determination are other-

wise than as represented, or that FSC or
EC failed to disclose to the Board other,
material facts, this determination may
be revoked, and any material change in
the facts or circumstances relied upon by
the Board in making this determination
could result in the Board reconsidering
the determination made herein.

By order of the Board of Governots,
acting through its General Counsel, pur-
suant to delegated authority (12 CFR
265.2(b) (1)), effective July 5, 1977.

RUTH A. REISTER,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.77-19909 Fllod 7-11-77;8:45 am

NATIONAL DETROIT CORP.

Order Approving Acquisition of Grand
Traverse Mortgage Company, Inc,

National Detroit Corporation, Detroib
Michigan (“Applicant”), a bank holding
company within the meaning of the
Bank Holding Company Act (“Act’), has
applied for thé Board’s approval, under
section 4(c) (8) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1843(c) (8)) and §225.4(b)(2) of the
Board’s Regulation ¥ (12 CFR 225.4(b)
(2)), to acquire substantially all of the
assets of Grand Traverse Mortgage Com-
pany, Inc., Traverse City, Michigan
(“Company”), a mortgage broker,
through a subsidiary corporation, NBD
Mortgage -Corporation, Birmingham,
Michigan (“NBD”). Although title to all
of the stock of Company will remain in
its current shareholders, the acquisition
of its assets will render Company essen-
tially a shell corporation and accord-
ingly the proposed acquisition of Com-
pany’s assets is treated herein as an ag-
quisition of Company.

NBD is a mortgage banker that en-
gages in the origination of morfgage
loans for its own account and the ac«
count of others, and the servicing of
such loans for permanent investors. NBD
specializes in the origination and servic-
ing of FHA, VA, and privately insured
low down payment residential mortgage
loans. Although Company currently acts
only as a mortgage broker Applicant
states that it will engage in the full
range of mortgage banking activities
presently performed by NBD upon con-
summation of the proposed transaction
and will also emphasize FHA, VA, and
privately insured low down payment, resi-
dential mortgage loans. The origination
and servicing of mortgage loans has been
determined by the Board to be closely re«
lated to banking (12 CFR 225.4(a) (1)

‘and (3)).

Notice of the application, affording
opportunity for interested persons to sub-
mit comments and views on the public
interest factors, has been duly published
(42 PR. 22402 (1977)). The time for
filing comments and views has expired,

and the Board has considered the appli-

1Company itself does not make mortgage
loans in its own name but rather operates
as a middleman, on a feo basly, conneot«
ing borrowers and lenders.
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cation and all comments received, in-
cluding those of State Savings Bank,
Frankfort, Michigan, Frankfort, Michi-
. gan, and Northwestern Savings and Loan
Association, Traverse City, Michigan,
(“Protestants”), in light of the public
interest factors set forth in section
4(c) (8) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1843
(>(8)). .

Applicant, the largest banking organi-
zation in Michigan, controls six banks,
with total deposits of approximately $5.1
billion, representing apprommately 15.8
percent of the total deposits in commer-
cial banks in the State® Company has
total tangible assets valued at approxi-
mately $15,000. Applicant proposes to ac-
quire these assets, lease the premises cur-
rently utilized by Company, and employ
Company’s two officers.

Company’s sole office is located in
Traverse City. Its activities are limited
{0 that of a mortgage broker as it does
not have the capability of servicing a
mortgage portfolio and does not have the
capital -to qualify as an FHA-Approved
Mortegagee. "Thus, Company must be re-
garded as a relatively insignificant com-~
petitor in the relevant geographic mar-
ket3 Applicant has no subsidiaries lo-
cated in this market and its closest office
is approximately 130 air miles south of
Traverse City. No existing competition
would be eliminated by the proposed
transaction, and in view of Company's
size, the Board regards the acquisition
of Compathy as a foothold entry by Appli-
cant into this market. -

Protestants contend, however, that Ap-
plicant’s acquisition of Company will
lead to unsound banking practices and
decreased or unfair competition bBecause
the mortgage needs of the relevant mar-
ket presently are overserviced and there
i§-no need for additional competitors,
particularly an add1t1ona1 competitor of
Applicant’s size. There is little demand
for the low down payment mortgage
loans Applicant proposes to emphasize,
according to Protestants. Consequently,
Protestants believe, Applicant will be re-
quired to offer conventional mortgages
at lower.interést rates than those pres-
ently charged by other lenders in the
market even though the market’s inter-
est rate for such loans is already quite
competitive. Applicant’s prospects - for
success are thus marginal, Protestants
state, and other financial intermediaries
in the market could be endangered by
Applicant’s entry. +

It appears that the needs of the mar-
ket are not being adequately served with
regard to FHA and VA residential mort-
gage loans.! Applicant proposes to use

2Banking data are &s of June 30, 1976.

3There is insufficient data fo defilne a
mortgage brokerage market In the Traverse
City area for the type of loans currently
brokered by Company. However, the origina-
tion of 14 family mortgage loans provides
a reasonable approximation of this market.
The relevant geographic -market for such
originations is approximated by Grand Tra-
verse and Leelanau Counties, Michigan,

<«The Veterans Administration offers direct
loans in Grand Traverse and Leelanau Coun-
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Company's presence in the market to
originate and service these types of mort-
gages. NBD, which currently services a
mortgage portfolio of approximately $1
billion, appears to have the financial and
managerial resources and business rela-
tionships with other lenders to facilitate
such an expansion of Company’s services,
particularly in view of the fact that
NBD's mortgage activities are also con-
centrated in the areas of FHA, VA and
privately insured low dovn payment resi-
dential mortgage loans.

The enhancement of Company’s abil-
ity to provide those services and the
addition of mortgage banking to Com-
pany’s activities will be similar in effect
to the creation of an additional competi-
tor in the market in view of Company’s
small size. Although any such entry into
a market involves some measure of risk,
the Board is unable to conclude that any
risks associated with this proposal, either
for Applicant or Protestants, vary sub-
stantially from those normally associated
with such transactions.

On halance, Applicant’s acquisition of
Company would not have significant ad-
verse effects on either existing or poten-
tial competition. Indeed, it is expected
that the proposed transaction will be
procompetitive and that the additionat
services Applicant will provide to the
market will represent a significant public
henefit.

Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations reflected in the record, the
Board has determined that the balance
of the public interest factors the Board

-is required to consider under § 4(c)(8)
is favorable. Accordingly, the application
is hereby approved. This determination
is subject to the conditions set forth in
§225.4(c) of Regulation ¥ and to the
Board's authority to require such modi-
fication or termination of the activities

of a holding company or any of its sub-.

sidiaries as the Board finds necessary to
assure compliance with -the provisions
and purposes of the Act and the Board’s
regulations and orders issued there-
under, or to prevent evasion thereof.

The transaction shall be made not later
than three months after the effective date
of this Order, unless such period Is ex-
tended for good cause by the Board or by
the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago,
pursuant to authority hereby delegated.

By order of the Board of Governors,?

effective July 5, 1977.

Rurr A. REISTER,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

{FR Doc.77-190910 Filed 7-11~77;8:45 am]

PLATTE VALLEY BANCORP.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Platte Valley Bancorporation, Sarato-
ga, Wyoming, has applied for the Board's

ties on the basis of its determination that
they aro areas in which private funds are not
available for the meking of VA loans.
&Voting for this actlon: Vice Chairman
Gardner and Governors Walllch, Jackson,
Partee and Lilly. Absent and not voting:
Chairman Burns and Governor Coldwell,
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approval under section 3(a) (1} of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a) (1)) to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares (less directors’ qualifying
shares) of Saratoga Bancshares, Inc.,
and its sole banking subsidiary, Sarafoga
State Bank (“Bank’™), both loccated in
Saratoga, Wyoming, The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in §3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842¢c)).

Platte Valley Bancorporation, Sara-
toza, Wyoming, has also applied, pursu-
ant to section 4(c) (8) of the Bank Hold-
ing Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c) (8))
and §225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s Regu-~
lation ¥ (12 CFR 225.4(b) (2)), for per-
mission to acquire the insurance agency
activities engaged in by Saratoga Banc-
shares, Inc., at the location of Bank in
Saratoga, Wyoming. Nofice of the appli-
cation was published on June 16, 1977,
in The Saratoza Sun, a newspaper cir-
culated in Saratoga, Wyoming.

Applicant states that it would engage
in acting as agent for the sale of credit
life and credit accident and health insur-
ance related to extensions of credit by-
Bank. Such activities have been spzcified
by the Board in § 225.4(a) of Rezulation
Y as permissible for bank holding com-~
panies, subject to Board approval of indi-
vidual proposals in accordance with the
procedures of § 225.4(b).

Interested persons may express their
views on the question whether consum-
mation of the proposal can “reasonably
be expected to produce benefits to the
public, such as greater convenience, in-
creased competition, or gains in effi-
clency, that outweizh possible adverse
effects, such as undue concentration of
resources, decreased or unfair competi-
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question should be ac-
companied by a statement summarizing
the evidence the person requesting the
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit at
the hearing and a statement of the rea-
sons why this matter should nof be re-
solved without a hearing.

The application may be jnspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at;tthe Federal Rezerve Bank of Kansas
City.

Any views or requests for hearing
should be submitted in writing and re-
celved by the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than

August 3, 1977.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, July 6, 1977.

RuTte A. REISTER,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.77-19911 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

VINTERS NATIONAL CORP.

Order Approving Acquisition of
Mead Financial Services, Inc. -

Winters National Corporation, Dayton,

Ohlo, & bank holding company within
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com-
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pany Act, has applied for the Board’s
approval, under section 4(c) (8) of the
-Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and §225.4
(b) (2) of the Board’s Regulation ¥ (12
CFR 225.4(b) (2)), to acquire indirectly
through its wholly-owned subsidiary,
‘Winters Natlonal Leasing Corp., all of
the outstanding stock of Mead Finanecial
Services, Inc., Dayton, Ohio (*MFS”), &
company that engages in the activity of
leasing personal property (primarily
heavy logging equipment) on g full-pay-
out basis. Such activity has been deter-
. Imined by the Board to be closely related

to banking (12 CFR 225.4(a) (6) (2)).

Notice of the application, affording op-
portunity for interested persons to sub-
mit comments and views,on the public
interest factors, has been duly published
(42 FR 22936 (1977)). The time for fil~
ing comments and views has expired, and
the Board has considered the application
and all comments received in the light of
the public interest factors set forth in
section 4(c) (8) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1843
(c) (8)). i

Applicant, the eleventh largest bank-
Ing organization in Ohio, controls two
banks with aggregate deposits of $859.6
million representing 2.6 percent of the
total deposits in commercial banks in the
State! Applicant has two nonbanking
subsidiaries engaged in credit life and
disability reinsurance activities and leas-
ing activities, respectively.

MES (total assets of $1.8 million as of
December 31, 1976) is a wholly-owned

subsidiary of the Medd Corporation, Day-~ -

ton, Ohio, a multi-national manufactur~
er of paper and paper-related products.
Since its inception in 1972, MFS has op-
erated exclusively for the purpose of leas~
ing logging equipment to the Mead
Corporation on a full-payout basis. The
Mead Corporation, in turn, subleases the
equipment on g full-payout basis to inde-
pendent logging contractors who supply
the Mead Corporation’s paper milling
operations with logs in five States.
Although Applicant’s subsidiaries en-
gage in leasing activities already, it does
not appear that any significant existing
competition would be eliminated as a re-
sult of this acquisition because MFS's
leasing activities are small in scale and
limited in scope. MFS is not likely to de-
velop into an active general competitor
in the leasing industry, since it appears
that if the Mead Corporation were to
retain control of MF'S, it would continue
to limit MFS's operations and would not
expend the resources necessary to de-
velop an experienced leasing staff at MFS.
Although Applicant possesses the legal
authority and the financial cgpability to
lease logging equipment, it is not likely
to commence this type of leasing on a de
novo hasis because demand for this type
of leasing appears limited. Thus, it ap-
pears that no significant competition
presently exists or would develop between
MFS and Applicant. Accordingly, the
Board finds that Applicant’s acquisition
of MFS would not have any significant

1Al bonking data are as of Decerhber 81,

. 1
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gﬁect upon existing or future competi-
ion.

It appears that consummation of this
proposal would not result in any undue
concentration of resources, conflicts of
interests, unsound banking practices, or
any other adverse effects on the public
interest. Applicant would operate MFS
as a subsidiary of its existing leasing sub-~
sidiary and MFS would continue to serv-

. ice the Mead Corporation’s requirements,

thereby insuring the continued avail~
ability of subleasing arrangements to
Mead Corporation’s logging contractors.
As an affiliate of Applicant, MFS would
be able to obtain lower cost capital and
could enable the Mead Corporation to
offer Mead Corporation’s logging con-
tractors a greater variety of subleasing
terms and conditions. In the Board’s
judgment, any competition between Ap-

plicant and MFS that would be elimi-

nated as a result of this proposal is ouf-
weighed, under the circumstances, by the
public benefits that will result from
MF'S’s affiliation with Applicant.

Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations reflected in the record, the
Board has determined that the balance
of the public interest factors the Board
is required to consider under section 4(c)
(8) is favorable. Accordingly, the appli-
cation is hereby approved. This deter-
mination is subject to the conditions set
forth in § 225.4(¢) of Regulation Y and
to the Board’s authority to require such
modification or terminafion of the ac-
tivities of a holding company or any of
its subsidiaries as the Board finds neces-~
sary to assure compliance with the pro-
visions and purposes of the Act and the
Board’s regulations and orders issued
thereunder, or to prevent evasion thereof.
¢+ The transaction shall be made not later
than three months after the effective
date of this Order, unless such period is
extended for good cause by the Board or
by the Federal Reserve Bank™ of -Cleve-
land, pursuant to authority hereby
delegated. :

By order of the Board of Giovernors,®
effective July 6, 1977. :

Rm A. REISTER,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.77-19912 Filed '7-11~77;8:46 am]

GENERAL SERVICES .
"ADMINISTRATION

[Federal Property Management Regs.,
Temporary Reg. G-311

_ CONSERVATION OF MOTOR VEHICLE
’ . FUELS

Guidelines .

4

1. Purpose. This regulation prescribes

guidelines to be followed to conserve fuel
in Government-owned or -operated
motor vehicles.

.

ayoting for this action: Vice Chairman

Gardner and Governors Wallich, Coldwell,
Jackson, and Parteé. Absent and not voting: *

Chairman Burns and Governor Lilly.

.

2, Effective date. This regulation iy
effective July 12, 1977,

3. Expiration date. This regulation ex-
pires December 31, 1977, unless sooner
revised or superseded,

4. Applicability. The provisions of this
regulation apply to all executive agen=
cies. Other Federal agencies are urged to
establish similar guidelines to ensure
that maximum beneflits may be realized
in conserving fuel in Government-owned
or -operated motor vehicles.

5. Background. The President has ro-
cently presented a comprehensive energy
conservation plan for nationwide action
to substantially reduce consumption of
petroleum products and other energy reé«
sources. It is essential that the execcutive
branch of the Government take the
initiative which will result in fuel con«
servation. While there are many meag-
ures which may be adopted to contribute
to the President’s program, it is pertinent:
to begin with specific steps that will re~
sult in motor vehicle fuel conservation.
As additional fuel conservation meag-
ures are developed and proven effectivo;

they will be appropriately implemented

for motor vehicles of the Federal fleet.

6. General. In the interest of pro-
moting increased efficiency and economy
in the use of Government-owned or
-operated motor vehicles and in further=
ance of the President’s announced energy
conservation objectives, 1t 15 imperativo
that executive agencles establish strin-
gent programs which will ensure achieve-
ment of the reduced motor vehicle fuel
consumption objectives. Certain actiong,
such. as those prescribed in paragraph 7,
are necessary if the conservation goals
are to be met.

7. Motor vehicle fuel conservation
guidelines. Agency heads shall ensure
that-the following guidelines are adopted
;:1? connection with motor vehicle opera«

on. .

a. Do not idle engine for long perlods
of time. Limit idle time to no more than
1 minute when the vehicle is parked.

b. Reduce motor vehicle travel to tho
maximum extent practicable without
jeopardizing essential business.

c. Use the smallest vehicle that is
feasible for the job.

d. Maintain tire pressure to tire man-
ufacturer’s recommendations. Check
pressure at least once each week.

8. Effect on other issnances, GSA Bul«
letin FPMR G-99, dated August 29, 1074,
is canceled.

JoEL W. SOLOMON,
. Administrator of General Services.

June 29, 19%7.
[FR D0c.77-19876 Flled 7-11-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Office of Education
EMERGENCY SCHOOL AID ACT

Closing Date for Receipt of Applications for
the Special Projects Program

Under the authority of section 708(a)
(2) of the Emergency School Aid Ach
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(“ESAA?”; 'Title VII of Pub. L. 92-318, as
amended (20 U.S.C. 1601-1619)), the
Commissioner invites applications for
Special Projects assistance from local ed-
ucational agencies which adopted deseg-
regation plans (or other plans described
in section 706¢(a) of the statute) for ini-
tial implementation in the 1977-78
school year and which have not previ-
ously applied for ESAA assistance based
on those plans.

The Commissioner has determined
that projects to meet needs arising from
the implementation of the plans de-
scribed above will make substantial prog-
ress toward achieving the purposes of
the statute.

Applications must be received by the
. U.S. Office of Education Application Con-

trol Center in Washington, D.C. on or
before August 19, 1977.

A. AppLICATIONS SENT By MAm

Applications sent by mail should be
addressed as follows: U.S. Office of Edu-
cation, Application Control Center, 400
Maryland Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20202; Attention: 13.532B.

An application sent by mail will be
considered to have been received on time
lf.

(1) The application was sent by regis-
tered or certified mail not later than
August 15, 1977, as evidenced by the U.S.
Postal Service postmark on the wrapper
or envelope, or on- the original receip$
from the U.S. Postal Service; or '

(2) The application is received on or
before the closing date by either the De-
partment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare, or the U.S. Office of Education mail
room in Washington, D.C. In establish-
ing the date of receipt, the Commissioner
will rely on the time-date stamp of such
mail room or other documentary evi-
dence of receipt maintained by the De-
partment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare or the U.S. Office of Education.

B. Hanp DELIVERED APPLICATIONS

Hand delivered applications must be
taken to the U.S. Office of Education Ap-
plication Control Center, Room 5673,
Regional Office Building Three, Tth and
D Streets SW ‘Washington, D.C. Hand
delivered applications_will be accepted
daily between the hours of 8 a.m. and
4 p.m. Washington, D.C., time, except
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal holi-
days. Applications will not be accepted
after 4 p.m. on the closing data

C. PROGRAM INFORMATION AND FORMS

Information and application forms
-1may be obtained from the Special Proj-
ects Branch, Equal Educational Oppor-
tunity Programs, Room 2017, 400 Mary-
Jand Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20202,

D. PROGRAM INFORMATION

It is anticipated that $14,000,000 will
be awarded to support projects sub-
mltted m response to this notice.

. . E. PROJECT PERIODS

Grant awards made pursuant to this
notice will be for projects beginning no

NOTICES

earlier than October 1, 1977, and ending
no later than June 30, 1978.

F. RESUBMOTTED APPLICATIONS

As required by section 710(d)(2) of
the Emergency School Aid Act (20 U.S.C.
1609¢d) (2)), applications from lecal ed-
ucational agencies which are not approv-
able in whole or in part will be returned
to applicants for modification and resub-
mission, within a reasonable perlod of,
time, at the applicant's option.

G. APPLICABLE REGULATIONS

Grant awards made pursuant to this
notice will be subject to the following
regulations:

(1) Repgulations relating generally to
programs under the Emergency School
Aid Act (45 CFR Part 185) and in par-
ticular 45 CFR 185.94 through 185.94-4,
relating to Other Special Projects; and

(2) The Office of Education General
Provisions regulations (45 CFR 100, 1002
and appendices), except to the extent
that those regulations are inconsistent
with 45 CFR Part 185.
(Catalog of Federal Domestle Assistance
Number 13.532, Emergency School Ald-
Speclal Projects.)
(20 U.S.C. 1601-1619.)

Dated: July 7, 1977,

Ernest L. BOYER,
U.S. Commissioner
of Education.

{FR Doc.77-19885 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL FOR
CAREER EDUCATION

Meeting

AGENCY: Natlonal Advisory Council
for Career Education, HEW/OE.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the
schedule and proposed agenda of forth-
coming meeting of the National Advi-
sory Council for Career Education. It also
describes the functions of the Council.
Notice of the meeting is required by the
Federal Advisory Committee Act. This
document is intended to notiiy the gen-
eral public of their opportunity to
attend.

DATES: August 1-2, 1977. August 1—
9 am.~4 pm.; August 2—9 am.-3 p.m.
ADDRESS: Federal Office Bullding No.
6 (FOB No. 6)—Room 3000, 400 Mary-
land Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20202.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

r. Robert D. Bhaerman, Office of Ed-
ucation, Office of Career Education,
Room 3100—ROB No. 3, 7th and D
Streets SW., Washington, D.C. 20202.
(202-245-254T) .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
‘The National Advisory Council for Ca~-
reer Education is established under Sec-
tion 406 of the Education Amendments
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of 1974, Pub. L. 93-380 (88 Sfat. 552,
553.). The Council is directed fo:

Advise the Commissioner of Education
on the implementation of Section 406 of
the Education Amendments of 1974 and
carry out such advisory functions as it
deems appropriate, including reviewing
the operation of this Szction and all
other prozrams of the Division of Edu-
cation pertaining to the development
and implementation of career education,
evaluating their effectiveness in meeting
the needs of career education through-
out the United States, and in defermining
need for further legislative remedy in
order that all citizens may benefit from
the purposes of career education as de-
scribed in Section 406.

The Council with the assistance of the
Commissioner conducted a survey and
assessment of the current status of ca-
reer education programs, projects, cur-
riculae and materials in the United
States and submitted to Congress a re-
port on such survey.

The meeting of the Council shall be
open to the public. The meeting on Au-
gust 1 will bezin at 9 a.m. and end at
4 pa.; August 2 the meeting will begin
at 9 aam. and end at 3 p.m. The meeting
will be held at the Office of Education,
Federal Office Building No. 6 (FOB No.
6), located ot 400 Maryland Avenue SW.,
Room 3000, Washington, D.C. 20202,

‘The proposed agenda includes:

(1) Panel Dizcussion on Career Education
Related Activities From Other Agencles in
USOE/DHEW: Community Education, Co-
operative Education, Consumer Education.

(2) Precentation on the ERIC Clearing-
houce for Career Education.

(3) Report on Supportive Activities and
Public Information.

(4) Progrecs Reports and Discussion of
Activities of ITACCE Task Forces. -

(56) Relationshlp of Reszarch and Develop~
ment in the NIE/OCE.

{6) Plans for Iext Year’s Activities.

(7) Legislative Subcommittee Report.

(8) Prozrecs Report on Activities of the
Chalr-—and other Business Matters.

Records sholl be kept of all Council
proceedings and shall be available 14 days
after the meeting for public inspection at
the Office of Career Education located at
7th and D Streets SW., Room 3100, ROB

No. 3, Washington, D.C. 20202.
mﬁlgned at Washington, D.C., on July 7,

) Jorw Linpia,
Delegate, National Advisory
Council for Career Education.

[FR D2c.T7-19334 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

Food and Drug Administration
{Docket No. 76N-0274; DESI 5793]
ABSORBABLE STARCH SPONGES

Opportunity for Hearing on Proposal To
Wi:lhdraw Approval of a New Drug Appli-
cation

gGENCY: Food and Drug Administra-
on.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Director of the Bureau
of Drugs, FDA, proposes to withdraw ap-~
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proval of the new drug.application: for
absorbable starch sponges on the basis of
a lack of substantial evidence of ‘effec~
tivehess for all indications and offers an
opportunity for hearing on. the proposal.

DATES: Hearing requests on or before
August 11, 1977. In support of any such
request, all date and information relied
upon to justify a hearing and any other
comments from interested persons must
?grzs,zubmtted on or before September 12,

ADDRESSES: Requests for hearing,
supporting date. and information, and
other comments shall be submltted with
¥FDA Docket No. 76-0274 and DESI 5798
clearly indicated in the filings, to the
FDA Hearing Clerk, Rm 4-65, 5600 Fish-
ers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857. )
Requests £6r opinion of the applicabil~
ity of this notice to a specific product:
Division of Drug Labeling Compliance
(HFD-310), Bureau of Drugs, Food and
Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857, '

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT» -

Robert H, Hahn, Bureau of Drugs
(HFD-32), Food 2nd Drug . Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Edu~
cation, and Welfare, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockvﬂle, MD 20857 (301-443-3650).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
a notice (DESI 5798) published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER of May 22, 1971 (36 FR
-9338), the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) announced its conclusion that the
‘drug products listed below are probably
effective for use as hemostatic adjuncts
and lacking substantial evidence of ef-
fectiveness for other labeled indications.
No data- have been- submitted and the
-drugs are reclassified as lacking substan-
tial evidence of effectiveness for all of
their indications. This notice announces
that conclusion and proposes to withdraw
_ approval of the product.

NDA 8-655; Solusponge Strips and
‘Cones containing absorbable starch
sponge; formerly, marketed by Panray
Division, Ormont Drug and Chemical

Co., Inc., 520 S. Dean St., Englewood, NJ-

07631.

Other drugs included in the May 22,
»%i971 notice are not affected by this no-

ce.

On the basis of all of the data and in-
formation gvailable to him, the director
of the Bureau of Drugs is unaware of.
any adequate and well-controlled clini-
cal investigation, conducted by experts °
qualified by scientific training and ex-

perience, meeting the requirements of
- seption 505 of the Federal Food, Drug
and.Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355) and 21
CFR 314.111(a) (5), demonstratmg the
effectiveness of the drug. .

Therefore, notice is given to the hold~
er(s) of the new drug application(s) and
_to all other interested -persons that the
Director of the Bureau of Drugs proposes
to issue an order under section 505(e) of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic

~ NOTICES -
Act (21 U.S.C. 355(e) ), withdrawing ap-
proval of the nmew drug application(s)
(or if indicated above, those parts of the
application(s) providing for the-drug
product(s) listed above)- and all amend-
ments and supplements thereto on the
ground that new information before him
with respect to the drug product(s), eval-
‘ulated together with the evidence a.va:l-
able to him at the tirae of approval of
the application(s), shows there is a lack
of substantial ewdence that the drug
product(s) will have the effect it pur-
ports or is represented to have under the
conditions of use or escribed, recom-
mended or suggested in the labelmg

In addition to the holder(s) of the new
drug application(s) specifically named
‘above, this notice of opportunity for
hearing applies to all persons who manu-~
facture or distribute a -drug product
which is identical, related, or similar to
a drug product named above, as defined
in 21 CFR 310.6. It is the responsibility
of every drug manufacturer or distrib-
utor to review this notice of opportunity
for hearing to determine whether it
covers any drug product he manufactures
_or distributes. Any person may request
‘an opinion of -thé applicability of this
notice to a specific drug product he man-
ufactures -or distributes that may be
identical, related, or similar to a drug
product named in this notice by writing
to tpe Division of Drug Labeling Compli~
ance (HFD-310), Bureau of Drugs.

In addition to the ground(s) for the
proposed withdrawal of approval stated
above, this notice of. opportunity for
hearing encompasses all issues relating
to the legal status of the drug products
subject to it (including identical, related,
or similar drug products as defined in
21 CFR 310.6) e.g., any contention that
any such product is not a new drug be-
cause it is generally recognized as safe
and effective within the meaning of sec-
tion 201(p) of the act or because it is
exempt from part or all of the new drug
_provisions of the act .pursuant to the
exemption for products marketed prior
to June 25, 1938, contained in section
'201(p) of the act, or pursuant to section
107(c) of the Drug Amendments of 1962;
.or fof any other reason.

In accordance with the provisxons of
section 505 of the act (21 U.S.C. 355) and
the regulations promulgated thereunder
“(21 CFR Parts 310, 314), the applicant(s)
and all ‘other persons subject to this
notice pursuant to 21 CFR 310.6 are
-hereby given an opporfunity for a hear-
.ing to show why approval of the new
drug application(s) should not be with-~"
drawn and an opportunity to raise, for -
administrative determination, all issues
relating to the legal status of a drug
_product named above and of all identical,
related, or similar drug products.

If an applicant or any other person
subject to this notice pursuant to 21-CFR

"310.6 elects to avail hiniself of the op-

portunity for a hearing, he shell file (1)
“on or before August 11, 1977, a written.
"notice. of appearance. and request for

.

1

hearinf, and (2) on or before Septems=
ber 12, 1977, the data, information, and
analyses on which he relies to justify &
‘hearing, as specified in 21 CFR 314.200.
"Any other interested person may alyo
submit comments on this notice. Tho
procedures and requirements governing
this notice of opportunity for hearing, &
notice of appearance and request for
hearing, a submission of data, informa-
tion, and analyses to justify o hearing,
other comments, and g grant or denial of
. hearing, are contained in 21 CFR 314.200.

The failure of an applicant or any
other person subject to this notice pur-
suant to 21 CFR 310.6 to flle timoly
written appearance and request for hear-
ing as required by 21 CFR 314.200 con-
stitutes an election by such person not to
avail himself of the opportunity for &
hearing concerning the action proposed
with respect to such drug product and &
waiver of any contentions concerning the
legal status of any such drug product.
Any such drug product may not there-
after lawfully be marketed, and the Food
and Drug Administration will initiate
appropriate regulatory action to remove
such drug products from the market. Any
new drug product marketed without an
approved NDA is subject to regulatory
action at any time.

A request for a hearing may not rest
upon mere allegations or denials, bub
must set forth specific facts showing that
there is a genuine and substantial lssuo
-of fact that requires a hearing. If it con~
clusively appears from the face of the
data, information, and factual analyses
in the request for the hearing that thore
is no genuine and substantial issue of
fact which precludes the withdrawal of
approval of the application, or when &
request for hearing is not made in the
required format or with the recquired
analyses, the Commissioner will enter
summary judgment against the per-
son(s) who requests the hearing, making
findings and conclusions, denying o
hearing.

All submissions pursuant to this notice

> shall be filed in quintuplicate with the
Hearing Clerk, (address given above).

These submissions, except for datn
and information prohibited from public
disclosure pursuant to 21°U.S.C. 331(})
or 18 U.S.C. 1905, may be seen in the
office of the Hearing Clerk between the
hours of 9 am. and 4 pm.,, Mondny
‘through Friday.

This notice is issued under the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 5085,
52 Stat. 1052-1053, as amended (21 U.S.C.
-355) ), and under authority delegated to
the Director of the Bureau of Drugs (21
CFR 5.82) (recodification published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER of March 22, 1077
(42 FR 15553)).

Dated: June 26, 1977.

J. Ricmarp CROUT, | .
Ditector, Bureaw of Drilg3s

[FR Doc.77-19619 Flled' 7-11-717;8:40 amIU
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{Docket No. 76N-0325; DESI 3265}
CERTAIN ANTICHOLINERGIC DRUGS

Rescission of Parts of Followup Notice and .

Opportunity for Hearing Pertaining to
Iaarblg Tablets and Cantil Tablets and
qui

AGENCY: Food and Drug Admm.lstra-
tion.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice rescinds por-
tions of a previous notice of opportunity
_for hearing for Darbid Tablets for the in-
dication “as adjunctive therapy in the
Irritable bowel syndrome,” and for Can-
til Tablets and Liquid for that indica-
tion and, in addition, the indication “as
an adjunct in-the treatment of diar-
rheas.” Data concerning the effectiveness
of the products for those indications had
been submitted and are now under re-
view. The previous notice stated that no
data had been submitted.

FOR FURTHER INFOP..MIATION CON-

- TACT:

Herbert Gerstenzang, Bureau of Drugs
(HFD-32), Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Educa-
tion, and Welfare, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857 (301--443-3650).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
a notice (DESI 3265) published in the
PeDERAL REGISTER 0of March 22, 1977 (42
FR 15468), the Director of the Bureau of
Drugs offered an opportunity for hearing
on indications reclassified as lacking sub-
stantial evidence of effectiveness for the
following drugs:.

NDA 10-744; Darbid Tablets contain-
ing isopropamide iodide; Smith Kline &
French Laboratories, Division of Smith-
Kline Corp., 1500 Spring Garden St.,
Philadelphia, PA 19101. ~

That part of NDA 10-679 pertaining to
Cantil Tablets and Liquid containing
mepenzolate bromide; Merrell-National

- Laboratories, Division Richardson-Mer-
rell, Inc, 110 E. Amity Rd., Cincinnati,
OH 45215.

Other drugs included in that notice are
not affected by this notice.

The notice stated that no data con-

, cerning effectiveness for the above drug

products for their less-than-effective In-
dications had been submitted pursuant
to the initial DEST notice published in
the Feperar REGISTER of June 18, 1971
(36 FR 11754). However, data had been
submitted concerning those products and
are under review. The data for Darbid
concerns the indication “for use as ad-
junctive therapy in the irritable bowel
syndrome (irritable colon, spastic colon,
mucous colilis, acute enterocolitis, and
functional gastrointestinal disorders).”
The data for Cantil concerns that indi-
cation and also the indication “for use as
an adjunct in the treatment of diar-
rheas.” Therefore, those portions of the
March 22, 1977 notice dealing with NDA's
~ 10-679 and 10-744 are hereby rescinded
insofar as they concern the indications
for which data were submitted. This re-
secission does not apply to the other less-
than-effective indications referred to in

NOTICES

that notice. After the data submitted
have been reviewed, another notice will
be published in the FEpERAL REGISTER an-
nouncing the Director’s conclusions.

This notice is issued under the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec, 505,
52 Stat. 1052-1053, as amended (21 U.8.C.
355)), and under authority delegated to
the Director of the Bureau of Drugs (21
CFR 5.32) (recodification published in
the FeperaL Recisten of March 22, 1977
(42 FR 15553)). -

Dated: June 27, 1977.

J. RicHarp Crovur,
Director, Bureau of Drugs.

{FE Dco.77-18620 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 nm)

[Docket No. 76N-0157; DESI 44}

HYDROXYAMPHETAMINE
HYDROBROMIDE TABLETS

Withdravzal of Approval of Pertinent Part of
New Drug Application

AGENCY: Food and Dru., Administra~
tion.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice withdraws ap-~
proval of part of a new drug application
pertaining to hydroxyamphetamine hy-
drobromide tablets on the basis of lack
of substantial evidence of effectiveness
for its labeled indications. The drug has
been used for postural hypotension and
heartblock.

DATES: Efiective July 22, 1877.

ADDRESSES: Requests Ior opinion of
the applicability of this notice to a spe-
cific product should be identified with

-the reference number DESI 4A and di-

rected to: Division of Druz Labeling
Compliance (HFD-310), Bureau of
Drug, Food and Drug Administration,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, LD 20357.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Herbert Gerstenzang, Burcau of Drucs

HFD-32, Food and Drug Administra-

tion, Department of Health, Education,

and Welfare, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rock-
- ville, MD 20857 (301-443-3G50)).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
a notice published in the Feperar Rcis-
TER of December 7, 1976 (41 FR 53542),
the Director of the Bureau of Drurs of-
fered an opportunity for hearing on o
proposal to issue an order withdrawing
approval of the following product.

That part of NDA 0-004 pertaining to
Paredine Tablets containing hydrozy-
amphetamine hydrobromide; formerly
marketed by Smith EKline and French
Laboratories, Division of SmithKiine
Corp., 1500 Spring Garden St., Philadel-
phia, PA 19101,

All drug products that are identical,
related, or similar to the drug product
named above, not the subject of an ap-
proved new drug application, are covesed
by the new drug application revicwed and
are subject to this notice (21 CFR 310.6).
Any person who wishes to determine
whether a specific druz product is cov-
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ered by this notice should write to the
Division of Drug ILabeling Compliance
at the address given chove.

Neither the holder of the applicatxon
nor any other person filed a written ap-
pearance of election as provided by said
notice. Tae failure to file such an ap-
pearance constitutes election by such
perzons not ta avail themselves of the op-
portunity for a hearing.

The Dircetor of th? Bureau of Druzs,
under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (seg. 505, 52 Stat. 1052-1033,
as amended (21 U.S.C. 355)), and under
authority delezated to him (21 CFR 5.625 -
(recodificaiton published in the Fep-
rnar RecistEn of March 22, 1977 (42 FR
15553) ), finds that, on the basis of new
information bzfore him with respect to
the druc product, evaluated together
with the evidence available to him when
the application was approved, there is
2 lack of substantiak evidence that the
drug preduct will have the effect it pur-
ports or Is represented to have under the
conditions of use prescribed, recom-
mended, or suggested in its Iabeling.

Therefore, pursuant fo the forezoing
finding, opproval of that part of new druz
application Wo. 0-004 providing for the
druz product named above, and all
amendments and supplements applying
ﬂ:gl%}'zeto, Is withdrawn, effective July 22,
1977,

Shipment in interstate commerce of
the above product or of any identical, re-
lated, or simflar product, not the sub-
Ject of an approved new drug applica-
tion, will then be unlawiul.

Dated: June 29, 1977.

J. RicHarD Crour,
Director, Bureau of Drugs.

[FR D32.77-19C22 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am|

[Dactes No. 7€N-0339; DEST 5733]
OXIDIZED CELLULOSE PREPARATIONS

Drugs for Human Use; Drug Efficacy Study
Implementation; Fo!lowup Notice and
Opportunity for Hearing

AGENCY:. Food and Druz Administra-
tion (FDA).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice (1) reclassified
oxidized cellulose products as effective
for uze as hemostatic adjuncts and lack-
ing substantial evidence of effectivensss
for its ofher Indications, (2) sais forth
the conditions for marketing for the ef-
fective Indication, and (3) offers an op-
portunity for o hearing concerning in-
dications lacking cubstantial evidence of
eflectivencss.

DATES: Hearing requests due on or bz-
fore Aucust 11, 1977. Supplements to ap-
proved WDA's due ¢n or before Septembser
12, 19717,

ADDRESSES: Communicafions for-
warded in response to this nofice should
be identified with the reference number
DESTI 5798, directed to the attention of
the appropriate office named below, and
addrezzed to the Food and Drug Admin-~
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istration, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,

MD 208517.

Supplements (identify with NDA num-
ber) : Division of Surgical-Dental Drug
Products (H¥FD-160), Rm. 18B-08, Bu-~
reau of Drugs. - i

Original abbreviated new drug appli-
cation (identify as such): Division of
Generic Drug Monographs (HFD-530),
Bureau of Drugs.

Request for hearing (identify with
Docket number appearing in the head-
ing of this notice) : Hearing Clerk, Food
and Drug Administration (H¥C-20), Rm.
4-65.

Requests for the report of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences-National
Public Records and Document Center
(HFC-18), Rm, 4-62.

Request for opinion of the applicability
of this notice to a specific product: Divi-
sion of Drug Labeling Compliance (HFD-
310), Bureau of Drugs

Other communications 1egardmg this
notice: Drug Efficacy Study Implemen-
tation Project Manager (HFD-501), Bu- -
reau of Drugs.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Robert H. Hahn, Bureau of Drugs
(HFD-32), Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Educa~
tion, and Welfare, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857 (301-443-3650).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
In a notice (DESI 5798) published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER of May 22, 1971 (36 FR
93338), the Food and Drug Administra-
tion (FDA) announced its conclusion
that the drugs listed below are prob-
ably effective for use as hemostatic ad-
juncts and possibly effective for their
other labeled indications. In response to

the notice, Johnson & Johnson submitted-

a number of reprints of journal articles
and other information to support effec-
tiveness of oxidized cellulose as a hemo-
static adjunct. On the basis of evalua~
tion of those data and reconsideration of
the reports of the National Academy of
Sciences-National Research Council,
FDA concludes that the oxidized celu-
lose products are effective as hemostatic
adjuncts. This notice sets forth the con-
ditions for marketing the drugs for the
indication now regarded as effective and
offers an opportunity for a hearing con-
cerning indications lacking substantial
evidence of effectiveness. Other products
included in the May 22, 1971 notice are
composed of absorbable starch sponge
and are not affected by this notice.

Accordingly, the previous notice is
amended to read as follows insofar as it
co?cerngd the "oxidized cellulose prod-
ucts.
1. NDA-~798; Oxycel Cotton, Gauze, or
Foley Cone, each containing oxidized
cellulose; Parke, Davis, & Co., Joseph
Campau Ave., at the Rwer Detroxt MI
48232,

2. NDA 12-159; Surglcal Absorbable
Hemostat, containing oxidized cellulose;
Johnson & Johnson, 501 George St., New
Brunswick, NJ 08903.

NOTICES

Such dru\gs are regarded as new drugs
(21 U.S.C. 321(p)). Supplemental new
drug applications are required to revise
the labeling in and to update previously
approved applications providing for such
drugs. An approved new drug application
is a requirement ifor marketing such
drug products.

In addition to the holder(s) of the
new drug application(s) specifically
named above, this notice applies to all
persons who manufacfure or distribute
a drug product, not the subject of an
approved new drug application, which
is identical, related, or similar to & drug
product ndmed above, as defined in 21
CFR 310.6. It is the responsibility of
every drug manufacturer or distributor
to review this notice to determine wheth-
er it covers any drug product he manu-
factures or distributes. Any person may
request an opinion of the applicability
of this notice to a specific drug product
he manufactures or distributes that may
be identical, related, or similar to a drug
product named in this notice by writing
to the Division of Drug Labeling Com-
pliance (HFD-310), Bureau 6f Drugs.

A. Effectiveness classification. The
Food and Drug Administration has con-
sidered the Academy’s reports, as well
as other” available evidence, and: con-
cludes that: 1. The drugs are effective
for use as hemostatic adjuncts.

2. The drugs lack substantial evidence
of effectiveness for all their other labeled
indications.

B. Conditions for approval.and mar-

keting. 'The Food and Drug Administra- -

tion is prepared to approve abbreviated
new drug applications and abbreviated
supplements to previously approved new
drug applications under conditions de-
scribed herein.

1, Form of drug. These preparations
are in sterile dressing form suitable for
topical of local administration in sur-
gical procedures.

2. Labeling conditions. a. The labels
bear the statement, “Caution: Federal
Law prohibits dispensing without pre-
scription.”

b. The drugs are labeled to comply

with all requirements of the act and
regulations, and the labeling bears ade-
quate information for safe and effective
use of the drug. The Indications are as
follows:
. For surgical procedures to assist in
the control of capillary, venous, and
small arterial hemorrhage when ligation
-or other conventional methods of control
are impractical or ineffective.

3. Markeling status. a. Marketing, of
such drug product which is now the
subject of an approved or effective new
drug application maybe continued pro-
vided that, on or before September 12,
19717, the holder of the application- sub-
mits (1) a supplement for revised label-
ing as needed to be in accord with the
labeling conditions described in this no-

- tice, and complete container labeling

if current containing labeling has no$
been submitted, and (1) a supplement
to provide updatmg information with
respectto items 6 (components) 7 (com~

position), and 8 (methods, facilities, and
controls) of new drug application form
FD-356H (21 CFR 314.1(c)) to the ex-
tent required in abbreviated applications
(21 CFR 314.1()).

b. Approval of an abbreviated now
drug application (21 CFR 314.1(f)) must
be obtained prior to “marketing such
products. Marketing prior to approval of
a new drug application will subject such
products, and those persons who caused
the products to be marketed, to regula-
tory action.

C. Notice of opportunity for hearing.
On the basis of all the data and informa-
tion available to him, the Director of the
Bureau of Drugs is unaware of any ade-
quate and well-controlled clinical in-
vestigation, conducted by experts quall-
fled by sclentific training and experience,
meeting the requirements of section 505
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetio
Act (21 U.S.C. 355) and 21 CFR 314.111
(a) (6), demonstrating the effectiveness
of the drug(s) for the indication(s) lacl«
ing substantial - evidence of effectivenexs
referred to in paragraph A.2. of thiy
notice.

Notice is given to the holder(s) of the
new drug application(s), and to all other
interested persons, that the Director of
the Bureau of Drugs proposes to {sstie on
order under section 505(e) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S C.
355(e)), withdrawing approval of the
new drug application(s) (or, if indicoted
above, those parts of the application
providing for the drug product(s) lsted
above) and all amendments and supple-
ments thereto providing for the indico«
tion(s) lacking substantial evidence of
effectiveness referred to in paragraph
A.2. of this notice on the ground that new
information before him with respect to

- the drug product(s), evaluated together

with the evidence available to him at the
time of approval of the application(s),
shows there is a lack of substantial
‘evidence that the drug product(s) will
have all the effects it purports or ig
represented to have under the conditiony
of use prescribed, recommended, or sur«
gested in the labeling. An order with«
drawing approval will not issue with re-
spect to any application(s) supple«
mented, in accord with this notice, to
delete the claim(s) lacking substantial
evidence of effectiveness.

In addition to the ground for the pro-
posed withdrawal of approval stated
above, this notice of opportunity for
hearing encompasses all Issues relating
to the legal status of the drug products
subject to it (including identical, related,
or similar drug products o5 defined in
21 CFR 310.6), e.g., any contention thot
any such product is not & new drug bo~
cause 1t is generally recognized ag safe
and effective within the meaning of sec-
tion 201(p) of the act or because it ig
exempt from part or all of the new drug
provisions of the act pursuant to the ex-
emption for products marketed prior to
June 25, 1938, contained in section 201(p)
of the act, or pursuant to section 107(c)
of the Drug Amendments of 1962; or for
any other reason.
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- In accordance with the provisions of
section 505 of the act (21 U.S.C. 355) and
the regulations promulgated thereunder
(21 CFR 310, 314), the applicant(s) and
all other persons who manufacture or
_distribute a drug product-which is identi-
cal, related, or similar to a drug product
named above (21 CFR 310.6), are hereby
given an opportunity for a hearing to
show why approval of the new drug ap-
plication(s) providing for the claim(s)
involved should not be withdrawn and an
opportunity to raise, for administrative
determination all issues relating to the
legal status of a drug product named
above and all identical, related, or similar
drug products. )

If an applicant or any person subject to
this notice pursuant to 21 CFR 310.6
elects to ayail himself of the opportunity
for a hearing, he shall file (1) on or be-
fore August 11, 1977, a written notice of
appearance and request for hearing, and
(2) on or before September 12, 1977, the
data, information, and analyses on which
he relies to justify a hearing, as specified
in 21 CFR 314.200. Any other interested
yerson may also submit comments on this
proposal to withdraw approval. The pro-
cedures and requirements governing this
notice of opportunity for hearing, 2
notice of appearance and request for
hearing, a submission of data, informa-
tion, and analyses to justify.a hearing,
other comments, and a grant or denial of
hearing, are contained in 21 CFR 314.200.

The failure of an applicant or any
other person subject to this notice pur-

" suant to 21 CFR 3106 to file timely
written appearance and request for hear-
ing as required by 21 CFR 314.200 con-
stitutes an election by such person not
to avail himself of the opportunity for
2 hearing concerning the action pro-

-~ pesed with respect to such drug product
and 2 walver of any contentions con-
cerning the legal status of such drug
product. Any such-drug product Iabeled
for the indication(s) lacking substanial
evidence of effectiveness referred to in
paragraph A.2. of this notice may not
thereafter lawiully be marketeq, and the
Food and Drug Administration will initi-
ate appropriate regulatory action to
remove such drug products from the
market. Any new drug product marketed
without an approved NDA Is subject to

- regulatory action at any time. -

A request for a hearing may not rest
upon mere allegations or denials, ‘but
must set forth specific facts showing
that there is a genuine egnd substantial
issue of fact that reqguires a hearing.
If it conclusively appeaxs from the face
of the data, information, and factual
analyses in the request for the hearing
that there is no gepuine and substantial
issue of fact which precludes the with-
drawal of approval of the application,
or when 2 request for hearing is not
made in the required format or with the
required analyses, the Commissioner will
enter summary judgment dgainst the
person(s) who- requests the hearing,
making findings and conclusions, deny-
Ing g hearing. -

All submissions pursuant to this no-
tice of opportunity for hearing shall be

FEDERAL
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filed in quintuplicate with the Hearing
Clerk (address given above). These sub-
missions, except for data and informa-
tion prohibited from public disclosure
pursuant to 21 U.8.C. 331(J) or 13 US.C.
1905, may be seen in the office of the
Hearing Clerk during working hours,
Monday throush Friday.

This notice is issucd under the Fed-
éral Foad, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs.
502, 505, 52 Stat. 1050-1053, as amended
(21 U.S.C. 352, 355)), and under the au-
thority delerated to the Director of the
Bureau of Drugs (21 CFR 5.82) (re-
codification published in the FreozraL
Rreeister of March 22, 1877 (42 FR
15553)). :

Dated: June 26, 1977.

~ J. Ricaanp Crour,
Dircctor, Bureau of Drugs.

[FR Doc.77-190618 Flled 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[Dochiet No. TTN-0183; DESK £357]
SYROSINGOPINE TABLETS

Withdrawal of Approval of Nevs Drug
Application

AGENCY: Food and Drus Administra-
tion.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice withdraws ap-
proval of the new drug application for
syrosingopine tablets on the basis of lack
of substantlal evidence of effectiveness.
The drug has been used as a antihyper-
tensive agent.

DATES: Effective July 22, 1977.

ADDRESSES: Requests for opinion of
the applicability of this notice to o spe-
ciic product should be identiffed with
the reference number DESI 8867 and
directed to: Division of Druzr Labeling
Compliance (HFD-3107, Bureau of
Drues, Food and Drug Administration,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857.

FOR FURTHER INFORLIATIONN CON-
TACT: o

Herbert Gerstenzang, Bureau of Druss
(HFD-32), Food and Drug Administra-
tion, Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rock-
ville, MD 20857, 301~443-3650.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATIO!I: In
a notice (DESI 8867; Docket No. FDC-
D-256 (now Docket No. 7717-0183) ) pub-
Ilished in the Feoerat RrsisTen of May
23, 1974 (39 FR 18120), the Director of
the Bureau of Drugs offered an oppor-
tunity for hearing on a proposal to issue
an order withdrawing approval of the
following drug product, based upon thae
Jack of substantial evidence of effective-
ness.

NDA 11-565; Singoserp Tablets con-
taining syrosingopine; previously mor-
keted by Ciba Pharmeoceutical Co., Di-
vision Ciba-Gelgy Corp., 550 Morrls Ave.,
Summit, NJF 07901, ’

All drug products that are 1denticsd,
related, or similar to the drug nemed
ahove, not the subiect of an approved new
drug application, are covered by the new
drug application reviewed and are sub-
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ject to this notice (21 CFR 310.6). Any
person who wishes to determine whether
o specific preduct 1s covered by this no-
tice should write to the Division of Druz
Labeling Complance oddress given
above.

Neither the holder of the new drugs ap-
plication nor any other person filed 2
written appzarance of electlon as pro-
vided by sald notice. The faflure to file
such an appzarance constitutes elecfion
by such persons not to avail thems=Ives
of the opportunity for a hearins.

‘The Director of the Bureau of Druzs,
under the Federal Feod, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (sec. 505, 52 Staf. 1052-1033,
as amended (21 U.S.C. 355)), and under
the authority delezated to him (21 CFR
5.82) (recodification published in the
Froeral Recistor of March 22, 1977 (42
FR 15553)), finds that, on the basis of
new information before him vwith respzet
to the drug product, evaluated tozether
with the evidence available to him when
the application was approved, there is 2
lackk of substantial evidence that the
drug product will have the effect it pur-
ports or is reprezented to have under the
conditions of use preseribed, recom-
mended, or sugpested in its labeling.

Therefore pursuant to the forezoing
findiny, approval of new drug applica-
tion No. 11-5€5, and oll amendments and
supplements applying thereto, is with-
dravn effective July 22, 1977.

Shipment in inferstate commerce of
the above product or of any identical,
related, or similar product, not the sub-
Ject of an approved new druz applica-
tion, will then be unlavful. -

Dated: Jure 27, 1977.

J. RicHAnp CEOUT,
Director, Bureay of Drugs.

[FR Dac.77-318623 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 cm]

[Dackes Weo. TNN-0027; DISI 12733]
THIETHYLPERAZINE MALEATE

Drugs for Human Uce; Drug Efficacy Study
Implementation; Followup Nolice and
Opportunity for Hearing

AGENCY: ¥Food and Drug Administra-
tion (FDA).

ACTION: Ilotice.

SUMMARY: This notice scfs forth the
conditions for marketing thlethylpera-
zine maleate for the indication for wailch
it continues to be rezarded os effective
ond offers an opportunity for a hearing
concerning the iIndieation reclassified as
Iaclking substantial evidence of effective-
ne:s. The drug 5 used for the relief of
nauces and vomiting.,

DATES: Heariny reqguzsts due on or be-
fore Aurust 11, 1977. Supplements to
approved NDA’s due on or before S:p-
tember 12, 1977.

ADDRESSES: Commumications for-
warded In rezponsa to this notles should
be {dcatified with the reference numbsr
DEST 12733, directed to the attention of
tae appropriate odice named beloT, and
addreszed to the Food and Druz Admin-
Istration, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
14D 20357,
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Supplements (identify with NDA num-
ber): Division of Neuropharmacological
Drug Products (HFD-120), Rm. 10B-34,
Bureau of Drugs. 1

Original abbreviated new drug appli-
cations and supplements thereto (iden-
tify as such): Division of Generic Drug
Monographs (HFD-530), Bureau of
Drugs. . ‘

Request for Hearing (identify with
Docket number appearing in the head-
ing of this notice) : Hearing Clerk, Food
and Drug Administration (HFC-20),
Rm, 4-65.

Requests for the report of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences-National Re-
search Council: Public Records and Doc-
uments Center (HFC-18), Rm. 4-62.

Requests for opinion of the applicabil-
ity of this notice to a specific product:
Division of Drug Labeling Compliance
(HFD-310), Bureau of Drugs.

Other communications regarding this
notice: Drug Efficacy Study Implemen-
tation Project Manager (HFD-501), Bu-~
reau of Drugs. .

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Herbert Gerstenzang, Bureau of Drugs
(HFD-32), Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Educa-
tion, and Welfare, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-3650.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
In a notice (DESI 12753) published in
the FeperAL REGISTER of October 28, 1971
(36 FR 20708), the Foid and Drug Ad-
ministration announced its conclusions
that the drug products described below
are (1) effective for use as adjunctive
treatment in the relief of nausea and
vomiting, and (2) possibly effective for
the treatment of vertigo. Data submitted
in response to that notice were inade-
quate to provide substantial evidence of
the drug’s effectiveness for,the possibly
effective indication. That indication is
now reclassified as lacking substantial
evidence of effectiveness. .

NDA 12753; Torecan Tablets; and

NDA 12754; Torecan Injection, both
containing thiethylperazine maleate;
Sandoz Pharmaceuticals, Division of
Sandoz, Inc., P.O. Box 11, Bast Hanover,
NJ 07936.

On September 14, 1972, Sandoz Phar-
maceuticals submitted results of one
clinical study by one investigator on
thiethylperazine maleate tablets for the
vertigo indication. The study was deter-
mined to be adequate and well controlled
and to be supportive 6f effectiveness for
that indication. In a letter of May 10,
1974, Sandoz Phamaceuticals was in-
formed that a second study is required
in order to determine whether the re-
sults of the first study are replicable.
Protocols for an additional study-. were
submitted but no data have been re-
ceived, and the possibly effective indi-
cation is now reclassified to lacking sub-
stantial evidence of effectiveness.

Such drugs are regarded as new drugs
(21 U.S.C. 321(p)). Supplemental new
drug applications are required to revise
the labeling in and to update previotsly

NOTICES

approved applications providing for such
drugs. An approved new drug application .
is a requirement for marketing such drug
products.

. In addition to the holder(s) of the new
drug application(s) specifically named
above, this notice applies to all péfsons
who manufacture or distribute a drug
product, not the subject of an approved
new drug application, that is identical,
related, or similar to a. drug product
named above, as defined in 21 CFR, 310.6.
It is the responsibility of every drug
manufacturer or distributor to review
this notice to determine whether it cov-
ers any drug product he manufactures
or distributes. Any person may request
an opinion of the applicability of this
notice to a specific drug product he man-
ufactures or distributes that may be
identical, related, or similar to a drug
product named.in this notice by writing
to the Division of Drug Labeling Com-
pliance (address given above).

A. Effectiveness classification. The
Food and Drug Administration has re-
viewed all available evidence and con-
cludes that the drug products are effec-
tive for .the indication in the labeling
conditions below. The drug-products now
lack substantial evidence of effectiveness
for the indication classified as possibly
effective in the October 28, 1971 notice.

B. Conditions for approval and mar-
keting, The Food and Drug Administra-
tion is prepared to approve abbreviated
new drug applications and abbreviated
supplements to previously approved new
drug applications under conditions de-
scribed herein.

1. Form of drug. The drug products are
in tablet form suitable for oral admin-
istration or in sterile aqueous solution
form suitable for parenteral administra-
tion. :

2. Labeling conditions. a. The labels
bear the statement, “Caution: Federal
law prohibits dispensing without pre-
seription”.

b. The drug products are labeled to
comply with all requirgments of the act
and regulations, -and the labeling bears
adequate information for safe and effec~
tive use of the drug. The Indication is as
follows: Adjunctive treatment for the re-
lief of nausea and vomiting.

3. Marketing status. a. Marketing of
such drug products that are now the sub-
ject of an approved or effective new drug
application may be continued provided
that, on or before September 12,1977,
the holder of the application submits, if

\ he has not previously done so, (i) a sup-

plement for revised labeling as needed
‘to be in accord with the labeling condi-
tions described in this notice, and com-
plete container labeling if current con-
tainer labeling has not been submitted,
and (ii) a supplement to provide updat~
ing information with respect to items 6
(components), 7 (composition), and 8
(methods, facilities, and controls) of new
drug application form ¥D-356H (21 CFR
314.1(c)) to the extent required in ab-
breviated abplications (21 CFR 314.1
)., | .

b. Approval of an abbreviated new drug
application (21 CFR 314.1(f)) must be

obtained prior to marketing such prod-
uct. Marketing prior to approval of n
new drug application will subject such
products, and those persons who eauscd
the products to be marketed, to regula-«
tory action.

C. Notice of opportunity for hearing.
On the basib of all the data and informa=
tion available to him, the Director of the
Bureau of Drugs is aware of only one
adequate and well-controlled clinical in-
vestigation, conducted by experts quali«
fied by scientific training and experience,
meeting the requirements of section 5056
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetlc
Act (21 U.S.C. 355) and 21 CFR 314.111
(a) (5), demonstrating the effectiveness
of the drug(s) for the indication(s)
lacking substantial evidence of effectivo-~
ness referred to in paragraph A. of this
notice. A second study should have been
submitted to determine whether the re-
sults of the first are replicable.

Notice is given to the holder(s) of the
new drug application(s), and to all other
interested persons, that the Director of
the Bureau of Drugs proposes to issue an
order under section 505(e) of the Federnl
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
355(e)), withdrawing approval of the
new drug application(s) and all amend-
ments and supplements thereto provid-
ing for the indication(s) lacking suh~
stantial evidence of effectiveness ro-
ferred to in paragraph A. of this notlce
on the ground that new information be-
fore him with respect to the drug prod«
uct(s), evaluated together with the evi«
dence avalilable to him at the time of
approval of the application(s), shows
there is a lack of substantial evidence
that the drug product(s) will have all
the effects it purports or is represented
to have under the conditions of use pro-
scribed, recommended, or suggested in
the labeling. An order withdrawing ap-
proval will not issue with respect to any
application(s) supplemented, in accord
with this notice, to delete the claim(s)
lacking substantisl evidence of effe¢-
tiveness.

In addition to the ground for the pro-
posed withdrawal of approval stated
above, this notice of opportunity for
hearing encompasses all issues relating
to the legal status of the drug products
subject to it (including identical, related,
or similar drug products as defined in 21
CFR 310.6), e.g., any contention that
any such product Is not a new drug be-
cause it is generally recognized as safe
and effective within the meaning of sec~
tion 201(p) of the act or because it iy
exempt from part or all of the new drug
provisions of the act pursuant to the
exemption for products marketed prior
to June 25, 1938, contained in section
201(p) of the act, or pursuant to section
107¢c) of the Drug Amendments of 1962;
or for any other reason,

In accordance with the provisions of
section 505 of the act (21 U.S.C. 3565) and
the regulations promulgated thereundor
(21 CFR Parts 310, 314), the appli-
cant(s) and all other persons who man-
ufacture or distribute a drug produoct
which is identical, related, or similarto a
drug product named above (21 CFR
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410.6), are héreby given an opportunity
for a hea.rmg to show why approval of
the new drug application(s) providing
for the claim(s) involved should not be
withdrawn and an opportunity to raise,
for administrative determination, all is-
sues relating to the legal status of &
drug product named above and all iden-
tical, related, or similar drug products.

If an applicant or any person subject

to this notice pursuant to 21 CFR 310.6
elects to avail himself of the opportunity
for a hearing, he shall file (1) on or be-
fore August 11, 1977, a written notice of
appearance and request for hearing, and
(2) on or before September 12, 1977, the
data, information, and analyses on which
he relies to justify a hearing, as specified
in 21 CFR 314.200. Any other interested
person may also submit comments on
this proposal to withdraw approval. The
- procedures and requirements governing

this notice of opportunity for hearing, a

notice -of appearance and request for

hearing, a submission of data, informa-
- tion, and analyses to justify a hearing,

other comments, and a grant or denial of

hearing, are contained in 21 CFR 314.200.

The failure of an applicant or any
other person subject to this notice pursu-
ant to 21 CFR 310.6 to file timely written
appearance and request for hearing as
required by 21 CFR 314.200 constitutes
an election by such person not to avail
himself of the opportunity for a hearing
concerning the action proposed with re-
spect to such drug product and a waiver
of any contentions concerning the legal
status- of such drug product. Any such
drug product labeled for the indica-
tion(s) lacking substantial evidence of
effectiveness referred to in paragraph A.
of this notice may not thereafter law-
fully be marketed, and the Food and
Drug Administration will initiate appro-
priate regulatory action to remove such
drug products from the market. Any new
drug product marketed without an ap-
proved NDA is subject to regulatory ac-
tion at any time.

A request for a hearing may not rest
upon mere allegations or denials, but
must set forth specific facts showing that

- there is a genuine and substantial issue
of fact that requires a hearing. If it con-
clusively appears from the face of the
data, information, and factual analyses’
in the request for the hearing that there
is no genuine and substantial issue of
faect which precludes the withdrawal of
-approval of the application, or when a
request_for hearing is not made in the
required format or with the required
analyses, the Commissioner will enter
summary judgment against the per-
son(s) who requests the hearing, making
findings and conclusions, denying &
hearing.

All submissions pursuant to this notice
of opportunity for hearing shall be filed
in gquintuplicate. Such submissions, ex-
eept for data and information prohibited
irom public disclosure pursuant to 21
U.S.C. 331(j) or 18 U.S.C. 1905, may be
seen in the office of the Hearing Clerk
between the hours of 9 a.m. and 4 pm,,
Monday through Friday.

FEDERAL

- NOTICES

This notice is issued under the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 502,
505, 52 Stat, 1050-1053, as amended (21
T.S.C. 352, 355)) and under the authority
delegated to the Director of the Bureau
of Drugs (21 CFR 5.82) (recodification
published in the Feperan RecisTenr of
March 22, 1977 (42 FR 15553)).

Dated: June 27, 1977.

J. Riceanp CrourT,
Director, Bureau of Drugs.
[FR Doc/T7-19621 Filed 7-11-77;8:456 am]

[Docket No, TTD-0164]

GUIDELINE FOR INSECT AND RODENT
FILTH IN WHEAT

Avallability

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administra-
tion.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
availabllity of a revised administrative
guideline for insect and rodent filth in
wheat. The administrative guideline,
developed by FDA'’s Buréau of Foods, is
used as a basis for recommending regu-
latory action.

ADDRESS: Copies available from the
office of Assistant Commissioner for
Professional and Consumer Programs
(HFG-1), 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
MD 20857.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Howard N. Pippin, Bureau of Foods
(HFF-312), Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Fduca-
tion, and Welfare, 200 C St. 5W, Wash-
ington, DC 20204 (202-245-3092).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The previous guideline for insect and
rodent filth in wheat was established in
1956. Since that time, warehouse facili-
ties have been improved and advances
have been made in techniques for rodent
and insect control. These advances per-
mit revision of the guideline to reduce
the amount of Alth in food without un-
duly disrupting the nation’s food supply.
As relevant technology changes, this
guideline will be updated to reflect cur-
rent policy as it relates to wheat.

The guideline for insect-damaged
wheat i1s changed from “1<; by weight
of insect damaged Lemels" to “32 or
more insect damaged kernels per 100
g The Food and Drug Administration
estimates that the new guideline may in-
crease. the proportion of lots of wheat
rejected for insect damage from 1.6 per-
cent under the former guldeline to 2.3
percent under the revised guideline. For
contamination of wheat by rodent filth,
the guideline is changed from “1 rodent
excreta pellet per pint” to “8 mg or
more of rodent excreta pellets and/or
fragments of rodent excreta pellets per
kg,” the equivalent of approximately 0.4
mouse excreta pellets per pint. The new
guideline may increase the proportion of
lots of wheat rejected for contamination
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by rodent filth from 0.8 percent under
the former guldeline to 3.5 vercent un-
der the new guideline. In many cases,
wheat that has been rejected due to
contamination by insect or rodent filth
may be used as animal feed or may be
reconditioned.

Coples of this revised guideline are
aveilable for public examination in the
ofiice of the Hearing Clerk (HFC-20),
Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-
65, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD
208317, between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4-
pm,, Monday through Friday. Written
requests for single copies may be made
to the office of the Assistant Commis-
sloner for Professional and Consumer
Programs (HFG-1), 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockvlille, MD 20857.

Dated: June 30, 1977.

Joserr P. HILE,
Associate Commissioner for
Compliance.

[{FR Doe.T7-19544 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am}

[Docket No. 76P-0238)

TOMATO JUICE DEVIATING FROM
IDENTITY STANDARD

Temporary Permit for Market Testing

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administra-
tion.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces that
a temporary permit has been issued to
Xeystone Foods, Inc., to market fest
tomato julce from concentrate.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This permit is ef-

fective for 15 months, beginning on the

date the new food is introduced into or

caused to be infroduced into inferstate

;:o'l;amerce, but no later than October 11,
977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON-
TACT:

Benjamin M. Guiterman, Bureau of
Fgods (HFF-402), 200 C St. SwW.,
Washington, DC 20204 (202-245-
1231),

SUPPLEMENTARY =~ INFORMATION:
In accordance with §130.17 (21 CFR
130.17) (formerly 21 CFR 105 prior to
recodification published in the Fepzran
Recister of March 15, 1977 (42 FR
14302)) concerning temporary permifs
to facilitate market testing of foods devi-
ating from the requirements of the
standards of identity promulgated pur-
suant to section 401 of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 341),
notice Is given that a temporary permit
has been 1ssued to Keystone Foods, Inc..
€63 Wall St., North East, PA 16428. This
permit covers interstate marketing fests
of tomato julce that deviates from the
standard of Identity prescribed in § 156~
145 (21 CFR 156.145) (formerly 21 CFR
53.1 prior to recodification published in
the Feoenar Recister of March 15, 1977
(42 FR 14302) ) . This permift provides for
the temporary marketing of 50,000 cases
of twelve 46-ounce cans, 25,000 cases of
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twelve 32-ounce cans, and 10,000 cases
of forty-eight 5l%-ounce cans in the
States of Maryland, New Jersey, New
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and

‘West Virginia.

The test product will be manufactured
in the Keystone Foods, Inc., plant lo-
cated in North East Pennsylvania. The
product to be temporarily marketed has
been prepared from concentrated toma-
to liquid complying with the require-
ments of § 155.191(a) (1) (21 CFR 155.-

. 191(a) (1)) (formerly 21 €CFR 53.30(a)
(1) prior to recodification published in
the Feperar RecisTer of March 15, 1977
(42 FR 14302)), water, and salt. The
finished product will be equivalent to a
single-strength tomato juice normally
found in the marketplace.

The principal display panel of the la-
bels will declare the product name as
“Tomato Juice From Concentrate”, Each
of the ingredients used will be declared
on the label as required by the applicable
sections of Part 101 (formerly 21 CFR
Par{ 1 prior to recodification published
in tRe Feperan REcIsTER of March 15,
1977 (42 FR 14302)). The tomato in-
gredient complying with the require-
ments of § 155.191(a) (1) will be declared
as “tomato concentrate”.

Dated: June 30, 1977.

JosepH P. Hiro,
Associate Commissioner for
Compliance.

[FR Doc.77-19543 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

National Institutes of Health

REPORT ON CARCINOGENESIS
BIOASSAY OF PROFLAVINE

Availability

Proflavine has been tested for cancer-
causing activity with rats and mice in
the Carcinogenesis Program, Division of
Cancer Cause and Prevention, National
Cancer Institute. A report is available to
the public.

Summary: A bioassay of the carcino-
genicity of proflavin monohydrochloride
hemihydrate was conducted using
Fischer 344/CR rats and B6C3F1 mice.
‘The compound was administered in the
diet at concentrations of 300 and 600
ppm to groups of 50 rats for 109 weeks
and at concentrations of 200 and 400
ppm to groups of 50 mice for 104 weeks.
‘The animals were subjected to necropsy
and histopathologic evaluation as they
died or at the end of their \periods of
treatment.

Average weights attained by high-dose
groups were consistently lower than
those of control groups; weights of low-
dose groups showed essentially no dif-

ferences from those of the controls. Sur--

vival rates of the treated rats add mice
did not differ from those of. the con~
trols except for a lower rate among the
female mice.

Five malignant neoplasms of the intes-
tinal tract consisting of three lelomyo-
sarcomas of the small intestine, a sar-
comsa near the colon area, and an adeno-
carcinoma of the small intestine were

NOTICES -

observed in five of the high dose male
rats. None were observed in other treat-
ment or control groups. If these five
intestinal mneoplasms are considered
together, they are significant at the
P=0.026 level using the Fischer exact
test. A positive dose-related trend (P=
0.034) was also present for the three
leiomyosarcomas.

The observed incidence of hepatocellu-,
lar carcinoms in female mice was 4/50
(8 percent) in the control group, 20/49
(41 percent) in the low-dose group, and
22/50 (44 percent) in the high-dose
group. The test for dose-related trend
showed a level of significance of P<0.001.
In male mice, the observed incidence of
hepatocellular carcinoma was 20/49 (41
percent) in the confrol group 28/49 (57
percent) in the low-dose group, and
30/50 (60 percent) in the high-dose
group. The dose-related trend was sig-
nificant at P=0.057, and the high dose
was significant at P=0.044. .

The unusually high incidence of hep-
atocellular carcinomas and hemangio-
sarcomsas in control male mice and the
unusually high.-incidence of malignant
Iymphomas in all groups of female mice
in conjunction with the fact that a posi-
tive-control carcinogen was tested in the
same room with these animals raise a
question of the validity of these bioassay
results.

Dated: June 22, 1977.
DonNALD S. FREDRICKSON,

Director,
National Institutes of Health.
(Catalogue of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 13.393, Canoer Cause and
Provention Research.)

[FR Doc.77-19267 Filed T-11-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of Interstate Land Sales Registration
.[Docket No. N-77-778]

HARBOR VIEW .
Hearing

In the maftter of: Harbor View; River
Bend Associates and Wallace Tanner,
Vice President, Respondent; OILSR No.
0-00146-02-24, Docket No. 77-71-IS.

Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(e) and 24
CFR 1720.165(b). [

Notice is hereby given that: 1. Harbor
View, River Bend Associates and Wallace
Tanner, Vice President, its officers and
agents, hereinafter referred to as “Re-
spondent,” being subject to the provisions
of the Interstate Land Sales Full Disclo-
sure Act (Pub. L. 90-448) (15 U.S.C. 1701,
et seq.) recelved a Notice of Proceedings
and Opportunity for Hearing dated June
6, 1971, which was sent to the «developer
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1706(b), 24 CFR
1710.45(a) (1) and 1720.120 based on in-
formation obtained by the Office of In-
terstate Land Sales Registration showing

"that the Statement of Record and Prop-

erty Report for Harbor View located in
Mohave County, Arizona, contain untrue
statements of material fact or omit to

state material fact required to be stated
therein or necessary to make the state«
ments therein not misleading.

2. The Respondent filed an Answer
received June 17, 1977, in response to the
Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity
for Hearing.

3. In said Answer the Respondent ro«
quested a hearing on the allegations con«
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and
Opportunity for Hearing,

4. Therefore, pursuant fo the provi-
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR
1720.160(d), It is hereby ordered Thaot
a public hearing for the purpose of taking
evidence on the questions set forth in the
Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity
for Hearing will “be held before Judge
James W. Mast, in Room 7143, Depart=
ment of HUD, 451 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C. on September 7, 1977 ot
10:00 am.

5. The following time and procedure 1s
applicable to such hearings: The parties
are directed to file all affidavits and a list
of all witnesses with the Hearing Clerl,
HUD Building, Room 10278, Washington,
D.C., 20410 on or before August 2, 19717.
Copies of all documents filed should be
served at the same time on all parties of
record.

6. The Respondent is hereby notified
that failure to appear atthe above sched-
uled hearing shall be deemed a default
and the proceedings shall be determined
against Respondent, the allegations of
which shall be deemed to be true, and an
order Suspending the Statement of Rec-
ord, herein identified, shall be issued
pursuant at 24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1),

This Notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24
CFR 1720.440.

By the Secretary.
Dated: June 29, 1977,

JAMES W, MAST,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.77-19722 Filed 7-11~77;8:45 am]

[Docket No. N-77-777]

RIVER BEND -

Hearing

-In the matter of: River Bend, Steiger
and Rathke Development Co., Inc. and
Wallace Tenner, Vice President, Rec-
spondent; OILSR No. 0-00169-02-28,
Docket No. 77-79-I3.

Pursuant to 15 USC 1706(e) and 24
CFR 1720.165(b)

Notice is hereby given that: 1. River
Bend, Steiger and Rathke Development
Co., Inc. and Wallace Tanner, Vice Presl-
dent, its officers and agents, herelnafter
referred to as “Respondent”, belng sub-
ject to the provisions of the Interstate
Land Sales Full Disclosure Act (Pub, L.
90-448) (15 U.S.C. 1701, et seq.) recelved
a Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity
for Hearing dated June 6, 1977, which
was sent to the developer pursuant to 15
U.S.C. 1706(b), 24 CFR 1710.45(a) (1)
and 1720.120 based on information ob-
tained by the Office of Interstate Land
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Sales Registration showing that the
Statement of Record and Property Re-
port for River Bend, located in Mohave
County, Arizona, contain untrue state-
ments of material fact or omit to state
material fact required to be stated therein
or necessary to make the statements
therein not misleading.

2. The Respondent filed an Answer re-
ceived June 17, 1977, in response to the
Notice of Proceedings and Opportunity
for Hearing.

3. In said Answer the Respondent re-
quested a hearing on the allegations con-
tained in the Notice of Proceedings and
Opportunity for Hearing.

4, Therefore, pursuant to the provi-
sions of 15 U.S.C. 1706(d) and 24 CFR
- 1720.160(d), it is hereby ordered that a

public hearing for the purpose of tak-
ing evidence on the questions set forth
in the Notice of Proceedings and Oppor-
" tunity for Hearing will be held before
Judge James W. Mast, in Room 7143,
Department of HUD, 451 Seventh Street,
SW., Washington, D.C. on September 7,
1977 at 2:00 p.m.

5. The following time and procedure
is applicable to such hearing: The parties
are directed to file all affidavits and a list
of all witnesses with the Hearing Clerk,
HUD Building, Room 10278, Washington,
D.C. 20410 on or before August 2, 1977.
Copies of all documents filed should be
served at the same time on all parties
of record. .

6. The Respondent is hereby notified
that failure to appear at the above
scheduled hearing shall be deemed a de-
fault and the proceedings shall be deter-
mined against Respondent, the allega-
tHions of which shall be deemed to be true,
and an order Suspending the Statement
+of Record, herein identified, shall be is-
sued pursuant to 24 CFR 1710.45(b) (1).

.This Notice shall be served upon the
Respondent forthwith pursuant to 24

CFR 1720.440. .

By the Secretary.
Dated: June 29, 1977.

. JarES W. MasT,
- Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.77-19722 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service )
LASSEN VOLCANIC NATIONAL PARK
Draft General Management Plan; Intent

Notice is hereby given that the Na-
tional Park Service will hold a series

of six public meetings in California the.

first week of August 1977 to recelve
comments on the draft General Manage-
ment Plan and Environmental State-
ment for Lassen Volcanic National Park,
California. The meeting dates, locations
and times are as follows:

August 1, 1977, Chico, Calif, 7:30 p.m.,

" Art Center, Stiver Dollar Falrground.

August 2, 1977, Susanville, Calif., 7:30 p.m.,
Student Center, Lassen High School.

August 3, 1977, Mineral, Calif., 7:30 p.m,,
Auditorium, Flementary School.

August 4, 1977, Redding, Calif,, 7:30 p.m.,

NOTICES

Room 400, Theater Bldg., Shasta Community

College, 1065 N, Old Oregon Traill.
August 5, 1977, Red Blufl, Callf., 7:30 p.m.,
Auditorlum, Tehama County Fairgrounds.
August 6, 1977, San Franclzco, Callf,, 2
pam.,, Headquarters, Golden Gate Natlonal
Recreation Area, Bldg. 201, Fort AMMoson.

One hour prior to the beginning of

each meeting National Park Service of-
ficials will be at the meeting locations to
answer questions or explain details of the
plan,
Concurrent with the public meetings
the National Park Service will consult
with various Federal, State and local
government agencies, individuals and or-
ganizations on the draft General Man-
agement Plan and its Environmental
Statement.

The purpose of these meetings and
consultations is to provide for wide citi-
zen participation through which the
Service will receive ideas, suggestions
and comments from the public in for-
mulating the General Management Plan
for Lassen Volcanic National Parlk,

The record will remain open until Sep-
tember 6, 19717, during which time writ-
ten comments will be reviewed and con-
sidered.

Anyone wanting copies of the draft
General Management Plan, draft En-
vironmental Statement and a planning
supplement, additional information on
the public meetings, or on the National
Park Service planning process, or those
wishing to submit comments on the
documents may write to the Superin-
tendent, Lassen Volcanic National Parl:,
Mineral, Calif. 96093.

Dated: June 21, 1977.

Howarb H., CHAPLIAN,
Regional Director, Western
Region, National Park: Service.

[FR Doc.77-19868 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am])

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC
PLACES

Notification of Pending Nominations

Nominations for the following proper-
ties belng considered for listing in the
National Register were recelved by the
National Park Service before July 1, 1977,
Pursuant to section 60.13(a) of 36 CFR
Part 60, published in final form on Janu-
ary 9, 1976, written comments concern-
ing the significance of these properties
under the National Register criteria for
evaluation may be forwarded to the
Keeper of the National Register, Nation-
al Park Service, U.S. Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. Writ-
ten comments or a request for additional
time to prepare comments should be
submitted by July 22, 1977.

RoserT B. RETTIG,
Acting Keeper of the
National Register,
ARIZONA
Yarvapal County

Camp Verds, Fort Verds Historle Districe,
(boundary chango).

’ 35901

ARKANSAS
Ashley County
Hambury, Watcon House, 300 N. Cherry St.
Clarl: County
Ariadelphla, I-‘Ianam‘r{. Law Office, 320 Clay

o

Clay County
Plggott, Pfeiffer Barn, 10th and Cherry Sts.
Hot Spring County

Saginaw  viclnity, Morrison Plantation
Smol:ehouse, SR 1.

Social B, Adl:ins, Homer, House.
. Jackson County

Jacksonport vicinity, Hickory Grove Church
and School, SR 1.

Nesv.'port, Emple-Van Dyke House, 403 Laurel
t.

-

Jeflerson County

Pine Blufl, Trulock-Gould-2Mullis House, 704

W. Barraque St.
Lee County
2darianna, McClintock House, 82 W. 2Main St.
Pulasld County

Little Rock Ish Houae, 1600 Scott St.

Little Rock, Little Rock High School, 14th
and Park Sts.

Little Rock, Rirerfront Commercial Historic
District, roughly bounded by Arkansas

Rlver on N, US 30 on E, AR 10 on S, and
2fain St.on the V.

North Little Rock, Old Central Fire Station,
600 Main St.

Saline County

Benton, Wallon, Dr. James Wyatt, House, 301
W. Sevier St,

Van Buren County
Falrfleld Bay, Lynn Creel: Shelter.
Weashington County

Fayettoville, Heerwagen House, 338 Washing-
ton Ave. N.

Springdale, Shilok: Historic District, Roughly
bounded by Shiloh, Rhodes, Emma, and
Commerce Sts. «

CALIFORNIA
Zlariposa County.
Wawons, Hodgdon Homestead Cabin, Ploneer

Yocemite History Center, Yozemite Na-
tlonnl Park.

San Bernardino County
Needles vicinity, Topock: Maze Archeological
Site, 13 ml. SE of Needles in Havasu Na-
tfonal Wildlife Refuge.
ILLINOIS
Cool County
River Forest, Rirer Forest Historle District,
2fost of the Village of River Forest between
Harlem, Chicago Ave., Lake St. and the Des
Plaines River, with 2 extensions N of Chi-
cago St. and S of Lake St.
Winnebago County
Rockton, Rocl:ton Historie District, 2fuch of
the Village of Rockton hetween River, War-
ren, Cherry (Ferry) and West Sts.
INDIANA
Hancock County

Greenfleld, Riley, James Whitcomb, Birth-
ploce, 250 W. Main St.
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Vanderburgh County

Evansville, Carpenter, Willard, House; 405
Carpenter St.

Wayne County

Hagerstown, Hagerstown 1.0.0.F. Hall, Main
and Perry Sts.

KENTUCKY
Jefferson County

Anchorage, Citizens Nationul Li/e Insurance
Building, 100 Park Rd.

Loulsville, Churchill Downs, 700 Central Ave.
MARYLAND
Baltimore (independent city)
Belvedere Hotel, 1 E. Chase St.
Caroline County

i"ederaléburg, Exeter, N of Federalsburg on
‘MD 630.
Fredericlt County

Point of Rocks vicinity, St. Paul’s Episcopal
Chwurch, Ballenger Creek Rd., W of MD 464.

Washington County
Hagerstown, 16-22 East Lee Street.

MISSISSIPPI
Panola County
Como viéinity, Fredonia Church, 6 mi. E of
Como on Old Union Rd.
NEBRASKA '
Douglas County -~
Omaha, Webster Telephone Exchange Build-
ing, 2213 Lake St.
NEW JERSEY:
Somerset County
Nishanic, Neshanic Mills, Main Rd. and Mill

Lane.
Sussex County

Stillwater, vicinity, Harmony Hill United
Methodist Church, N of Stmwater on Fair-
view Lake Rd.

RHODE ISLAND h
Providence County
Central Falls, Holy Trinity Church, 134 Fuller
Ave.

Providence, North" Burial Ground, Between
Branch Ave. and N. Main St.

Providence, Pine Street Historic District,
Pine, Friendship, and adjacent cross sts.

Scituate, Arnold, Dexter, Farmstead, SR 1
(Chopmist Hill Rd.).

Washington County

Narragansett, Narragansett Baptist Church,
8. Ferry Rd.

Westerly, Main Sireet Historic District, 113-
123, 118-132 Maln St.; 87 7-13 School St.,
10-14, 3-11 Maple St.

SOUTH DAKOTA
Brookings County
Vﬂga, Henry-Tfartinson House, 405 Kasan
ve.
Volga, Sundet, Jokum Olson, Log Cabin,
Volga City Park. .
Brown County

Aberdeen vicinity, Wylie Park Pavilion, N ! of -

Aberdeen in Wylle Park.,
Butte County

Belle Fourche, Scotney, John Aaroﬁ,‘House,
830 9th St.

FEDERAL

NOTICES

Clay County
Alsen vlcinlty, Anderson Homestead
Edmunds County

Ipswich, Ipswich Baptist Church, Corner of
Main St. and 3rd Ave.

Perkins Countly
Bison, Carr, Anna, Homestead.
Spink County

Ashton . vicinity, Norwood, James, Round
Barmn, SE og Ashton on Snake Creek.

VERMONT
Addison County

Monkton, Monkion Town Hall,
Ridge Rd.

Chittenden County

Burlington, Old Ohavi Zedek Synagogue,
Archibald St., corner of Hyde St.

WISCONSIN =
Dane County

Madison, Lamp, Robert M., House, 22 N.
Butler St.

[FR Doc.77-19656 Filed 7-11~77,8:45 am]

Monkton

Office of the Secretary

OIL SHALE ENVIRONMENTAL
ADVISORY PANEL

Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Public Law 92-463 that a meeting
of the Oil Shale Environmental Advisory
Panel will be held on August 2, 1977, at
the Denver Airport Hilton Inn, I-70 at
the Peoria Street Exit in Denver, Colo~
rado. The meeting will begin at 9 a.m.
on Tuesday, August 2, in Conference
Rooms A, B, and.C and conclude at
5 p.m. that afternoon.

The Panel was established to assist the
Department of the Interior in the per-
formance of its functions in connection
with the supervision of oil shale leases
issued under the Prototype Oil Shale
Leasing Program. The purpose of this
meeting is to review the Revised De-
tailed Development Plan for Colorado
Lease Tract C-a, discuss the addendum
to the C-a Lessee’s Social and Economic
Impact Statement, to receive reports
from Interior officials and to consider
any other matters which have come be-
fore the Panel.

The meeting is open to the public. It
is expected that space will permit 100
persons to attend the meeting in addi-

tion to the panel members. Interested

persons may make brief presentations to
the panel or file written statements. Re-
quests should be made to Mr. Henry O.
Ash, Acting Chairman, Office of the Oil
Shale Environmental Advisory Panel,
Department of the Interior, Room 690,
Building 67, Denver Federal Center,
Denver, Colorado 80225, telephone No.
303-234-3275. + .

Further information concerning this
meeting may also be obtained from Mr.
Ash’s office. Minutes of the meeting will

-

be available for public inspection 30 days
after the meeting at the panel office.

. Guy R, MARTIN,
Assistant Secretary
of the Interior.
Jory T, 1971,

[FR Doc.77-19905 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

OIL SHALE LEASE REVISED
DETAILED DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Public Hearing

Pursuant to section 10(a) of the U.8.
Department of the Interlor Oil Shale
Lease, the Department announces the
availability of the Revised. Detalled De-
velopment Plan submitted May 25, 1977,
for Oil Shale Tract c-a,, Serial No. Colo-
rado 20046.

Prior to commencing any operations
under the Revised Detailed Develop-
ment Plan on the leased lands, the les-
sees must obtain the approval of the
Area Oil Shale Supervisor.

Notice is hereby given that public
hearings will be held for the purpose of
receiving comments relating to the Tract
C-a Revised Detailed Development Plan
on the following dates and at the fol«
lowmg locations:

JurLy 26, 1977

U.S. Post Office, Room 269, Audltortum, 1823
Stout Street, Denver, Colorado 80225,

JuLy 28, 1977

Library, McLaughlin Bullding, Colorado
Northwestern Community College, Rango«
1y, Colorado 81648.

Hearings at both locations will begin
in the afternoon at 1 p.m., and continue
until all present are heard, or 5 p.m,,
whichever comes first. In the evening,
hearings at both locations will begin at
7 p.m. and continue until all present are
heard or 10 p.m., whichever comes first.

Interested individuals, representatives
of organiaztions and public officials wish-
ing to appear at the hearings should
contact the Office of the Area Ofl Shale
Supervisor, U.S. Geological Survey, 131
North 6th St., Grand Junétion, Colorado,
no later than July 22, 1977, Written com«
ments from those unable to attend and
from those wishing to supplement their
oral presentations at the hearings should
be received by the Office of the Area Oil
Shale Supervisor, 131 North' 6th St,,
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501, on or
before August 8, 1977.

All written statements recelved pur-
suant to this notice will be included in
the hearing record. Oral statements ab
the hearings will be limited to a period
of ten minutes. To the extent that time
is available after presentation of oral
statements by those who have given ad-
vance notice, the hearings officer will
give others present en opportunity to bo
heard.

Notice is also given that coples of tho
Tract C-a Revised Detailed Development
Plan and related reports are available for
public inspection during regular business
hours at the following locations:

v
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- Aves Oil Shale Office, Mesa Federal Savings &

Ioan Bldg., Grand Junction, Colorado
U.S. Geological Survey, Conservation Divi-
sion, Central Region, Villa Ttalla, Denver,
Colorado
U.S. Geological Survey, Conservation Divi-
sion, Reston, Virginia
011 Shale Envimnmental Advisory Panel,
Bldg. 67, Denver Federal Center, Denver,
Colorado
Mesa College Library, Grand Junction,
Colorado
° Mesa County Public Library, Grand Junction,
Regional TLibrary, Montrose,
. Colorado .
" Delta Library, Delts, Colorado
Library, Department of the Interior, Main
Interior Bldg, Washington, D.C.
Rangely Public Library, Rangely, Colorado
Meegker Public Library, Meeker, Colorado
. Moffat County Iibrary, Cralg, Colorado
Garfield County Library, New Castle, Colo-
rado
Colorado Mountain College Library, Glen-
wood Springs, Colorado
Glenwood Springs Public Library, Glenwood
Springs, Colorado .
Tintah County Public Library, Vernal, Utah
Rifie Public Iibrary, Rifie, Colorado
Denver Public Lihrary, Conservation Library,
* Denver, Colorado
Buresu of Land Management, 455 Emerson
Dr., Craig, Colorado -
Bureau of Tand Management, Colorado State
_ Office,” Colorado State Bank Bldg., 1600
Broadvway, Denver, Colorado
Bureau of Land Management, Wyo) Stafe
Office, Federal Center, 2120 Capitol Ave,
Cheyenne, Wyoming _
Bureau of Land Management, Utsh State Of-
fice, 125 South State, Salt Lake City, Utah

- SaltTake City Public Library, Salt Lake City,
Utash

Colorado State Library, 1362 Lincoln, Den~
ver, Colorado

- - Guy R. MARTIN,
. Assistant Secretary
of the Interior.
Jurxy 7T, 1977, ’

[FR Doc.77-19906 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
_ Office of the Secretary

INVESTIGATIONS REGARDING CERTIFICA-
* TIONS OF ELIGIBILITY TO APPLY FOR
‘WORKER ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE

Petitions have been filed with the
Secretary of Labor under Section 221(a)
of the Trade Acbof 1974 (“the Act”) and
are identified in the Appendix to this
notice. Upon receipt of these petitions,
the Director of the Office of Trade Ad~
justment Assistance, Bureau of Inter-
ngtional Labor Affairs, has instituted
investigations pursuant to Section 221
(a) of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12.

The purpose of each of the investiga~
tions is to determine whether absolute or
relative increases of imports of articles
like or directly competitive with articles
produced - by the workers’ firm or an
appropriate subdivision thereof have
contributed iImportanily to an absolute
decline in sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision and to the actual
or threatened total or partial separation
of a significant number or proportion of
the workers of such firm or subdivision,

NOTICES

Petitioners meeting these eligibility
requirements will be certified as eligible
to apply for adjustment assistance under
‘Title II, Chapter 2, of the Act In accord-
ance with the provisions of Subpart B of
29 CFR Parf 90. The investigations will
further relate, as approprinte, to the
determination of the date on which total
or partial separations began or threat-
ened to begin and the subdivision of the
firm involved. .

Pursuant to 29 CFR 80.13, the peti-
tioners or any other persons showing a
substantial interest in the subject matter
of the Investigations may request a pub-
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dg%ss shown below, not later than July 22,
19791,

Interested persons arve invited to sub-~
mit written comments regarding the sub-~
Ject matter of the Investizations to the
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment As~
sistance, at the address shown below,
not later than July 22, 1977.

The .petitions filed In this case are
avallable for inspection at the Office of
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance, Bureau of Infernational
Labor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor,
200 Constitution Avenue, IIW., Washins~
ton, D.C, 20210.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 23rd
day of June 198717.

lic hearing, provided such request is filed Harorp A. Brarr,
in writing with the Director, Ofiice of Acting Director, Office of
Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the ad- Trade Adjustment Assistance.
. - Appendiz
3 unle Dato Datac!
gﬁ?&ﬁ&uﬁg Yceation reccived pettton FetitlonNeo. ArtiYeopredrocd
WOTKers ¢l
Converso Rubbcr Co. Choriotte, N.C.  Juna 23,1977 My 23,197 TA-W-213  Toho Alppnz of (0=
(company). wear to thacnust .o 1.
DOeeemmemner e mmen — cﬁnteoco@k. enrslBlucreancnaocre@Fenenscan TA-T=2100 Pa.
i s a Sy

Zgo ............. — Elk le\évo 9. 4o, TA W 3&% Dg‘

Gcnem.\ Eiectxic Co. I’crt.:::zsuth,\a... Juro 23,107 Jnce 15,1977 TA—?‘-?,!CJ C%graégi tx‘zé;? LT

Jnslus ug:a!d..tdn Shec Lynn, 33 eee.— FuDO 22,

28T ... d

e TA-ST-2170  Mcn's clppers.

U.S. Steel orp.Amc:i— (kmmcma, Calil.. Juuo 23,1977 My 151577 TA-W-2171 Ca:f::n ctoel, Ir- s
dge  Plont vorirus S IR §
(Unitad Bted Werkers ed  coT. L

erica).
.

pater,

" [FR Doc.TT-15704 Piled 7-11-76;8:45 am]

INVESTIGATIONS REGARDING CERTIFICA-
TIONS OF ELIGIBILITY TO APPLY FOR
WORKER ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE

Petitions have been filed with the Sec-
retary of Labor under Section 221(a) of
the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act’™) and
are identified in the Appendix to this
notice. Upon recelpt of these petitions,
the Director of the Office of Trade Ad-
justment Assistance, Bureau of Inter-
national Labor Affairs, has instituted in-
vestigations pursuant to Section 221(a)
of the Act and 28 CFR. 80.12.

‘The purpose of each of the investiga~
tions i5 to determine whether absolute
or relative increases of imports of arti-
cles like or directly competitive with
articles produced by the workers’ firm
or an appropriate subdivision thereof
have contributed importantly to an
ahsolute decline in sales or production,
or both, of such firm or subdivision and
to the actual or threatened total or par-
tial separation of a significant number
or proportion of the workers of such
firm or subdivision.

Petitioners meeting these eligibility
requirements will be certified as eligible
to apply for adjustment assistance under
Title II, Chapter 2, of the Act in 2c-
cordance with the provisions of Subpart
B of 28 CFR Part 90. The investirations
will further relate, as appropriate, to the

determination of the date on which fotal
or partial separations began or threat-
ened to begin and the subdivision of the
firm involved.

Pursuant fo 29 CFR 90.13, the peti-
tioners or any other persons showing a
substantial interest in the subject mat-
ter of the investigations may request a
public hearing, provided such request is
filed in writing with the Director, Office
of Trode Adjustment Assistance, at the
address shovn below, nof later than
July 23, 1877.

Interested percons are invifed fo sub-
mit written comments regarding the
subject matter of the investigations fo
the Director, Office of Trade Adjust-
ment Assistance, at the address shovn
below, not later than July 22, 1977.

The petitions filed In this case are
available for inspection af the Office of
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistonce, Bureau of Infernationsl
Iabor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor,
200 Constitution Avenue, N.XV. Weosh-
ington, D.C. 20210.

Signed at Washington, D.C! this 28th
day of June 1977,

HaroLp A. BRATT,
Acting Director, Office of
Trade Adjustment Assistance.
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S,
N Appendiz
Potitioner: unfon/ Date Date of
v;orkc? or !(}rmer . Location received petition  Petition No. Artleles produced
workers of~—

T -
c%il(l.)‘,(’)l‘ W-Slacks, Ine, Houtzdale, Pa.... June 27,1977 June 21,1977 TA-W-2,182
Qeneral  Foods, Tno. Xoboken, N.J..... June 24,1977 June 17,1077 TA-W-2,183

(Amalgamated Food
& Allled Workers

Union).
Long Branch Manufac- LongBranch,N.J_ June 28,1977 June 23,1977 TA-W-2,18¢

turing Co. (workers).

Reldbord Bros. Co. E!kins,W.Va._-_.. do

Mon's, boys’, and ladies”
Inssl?ck? gul {lmd
ant, regular gro|
freeze'd-dried, gud do-
caffelnated coffce.
Qirls’

coats.
Men’s work shirts and

ond children’s

do TA-W-2,185

(workers).

trousers.

[FR Doc.77~19705 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 am}

INVESTIGATIONS REGARDING CERTIFICA-
TIONS OF ELIGIBILITY TO APPLY FOR
WORKER ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE

Petitions have been filed with the Sec-
retary of Labor under Section 221(a) of
the Trade Act of 1974 (“the Act™- and
are identified in the Appendix to this
notice. Upon receipt of these petitions,
the Director of the Office of Trade Ad-
justment Assistance, Bureau of Interna-
tional Labor Affairs, has instituted in-
vestigations pursuant to Section 221(a)
of the Act and 29 CFR 90.12.

The pwrpose of each of the investiga-
tions is to determine whether absolute or
relative increases of imports of articles
like or directly competitive with articles
produced by the workers’ firm or an ap-
propriate subdivision thereof have con-
tributed importantly to an absolute
decline in sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision and to the actual
or threatened total or partial separation
of a significant number or proportion of
the workers of such firm or subdivision.
_ - Petitioners meeting these eligibility
requirements will be certified as -eligible
to apply for adjustmentassistance under
Title II, Chapter 2, of the Act in accord-
ance with the provisions of Subpart B of
29 CFR Part 90. The investigations will
further relate, as appropriate, to the

determination of the date on which total
or partial separations began or threat-
ened to begin and the subdivision of the
firm involved.

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti-
tioners or any other persons showing &

-substantial interest in the subject matter

of the investigations may request a pub-~
lic hearing, provided such request is filed
in writing with the Director, Office of
Trade Adjustment Assistance, at the ad-
dress shown below, not later than July 22,
19717, <

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written comments regarding the sub-
ject matter of the investigations to the
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment As-
sistance, at the address shown below, not
later than July 22, 1977.

The petitions filed In this case are
available for inspection at the Office of
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance, Bureau of International La-
bor Affairs, U.S. Department of Labor,
200 Constitution Avenue, N.W., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20210.

Signed at-Washington, D.C. this 27th
day of June 1977.

HaroLp A. BRrATT,
Acting Director, Office of
Trade Adjustment Assistance.

. . - Appendix N
] ! Date Date of
gg’élgc?;?r E)“r}g?i * Yaocation received _ pefition Petition No. Articles produced
workers of— .
s kers). Cambridee, Mass.. June 23,1077 June 9,1977 TA-W-2,172 TV’s and stereo’s.

égxgn§§&m05$: (%rlsg_ Greensbcﬁﬁ,h.C.. June 24,1977 June 22,1977 TA-W-2,173 Textile printing of cloth.

chine ngsm? &Q I)Sn-

n), 5

G%;ggs Inc.o(‘:‘.'l:)rlgcrs)-- Cowan, TenN..eoeeeoodo.o.-.. June 15,1977 TA-W-2,174 Lid::%ss: dress and casual
Ladish Co. nternge  Cudaby, Wis..oamvmaemo 0. June 22,1977 TA-W-2,176 Pipo fittings, flanges,

tlo:ml A&cociguon of ’ ’ seamless pipes and

{\'}ucll;lni?ts&lterospace i i ring rolls.
Novel Rittwear, Tne. Now York, N.Yeu eoe80eemcmemanns EYS TA-W-2176 Ladles’ knitted sweate
P.(oo&n psi?.w'Sportswear Boston, Mass.encaae - i (< SO June 21,1977 TA-W-2,177 Ladies’ garments.

(workers), . N N - s

e e le... Brighton, Mass_ e racd0h cacnee a0 TA-W-2,178 Ladies’ garments.

Rockweil Tnternotional Hopodale, Mass. - do- - T May 93,1077 TA-W-2)179 Textilo rachlnery.

(UX:iEgadﬁ Steelworkers ] .
ol Ameren). i orp. Dunkirk, N.Yoroeooen-d0eeercec May 6,107 TA-W-2,180 Hand shovels and

(United Steelworkers spades.

{ America).
THIRR0 LU e Phladelohis, Pa. June 22,107 Juno 20,1677 TA-W-2181
b. .

" Electronle components.

[FR Doc.77-19706 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]
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CAST-JRON COOKWARE

Adjustment Assistance; Industry Study °
Report

On Moy 24, 1977, the International
Trade Commission determined that in-
creased imports of cast-iron cookware
are not « substantial cause of serlous in-
jury to the domestic industry for pur-
poses of the import relief provisions of
the Trade Act of 1974 (42 FR 28009).

Section 224 of the Trade Act directs
the Secretary of Labor to initiate an in-
-dustry study whenever the ITC begins an
investigation under the import rellef
provisions of the Act. The purpose of the
study is to determine the number of
workers in the domestic industry peti-
tioning for relief who have been or ate
likely to be certified as eligible for ad~

" justment assistance and the extent fo

which existing programs can faoilitate
the adjustment of such workers to im~
port competition. The Secretary i3 re«
auired to make a report of this study to
the President and also make the report
public (with the exception of information
which the Secretary determines to be
confidential).

The Department of Labor has con-
cluded its repogt on cast-iron cookware.
The report found as follows:

1. Since April 3, 1975, the eoffective date of
the adjustment assistance program, tho Do-
partment of Labor has recoived one petition
for certification of eliglbility for adjustment
assistance from workers engaged in the man-
ufacture of cast-iron cookwatre, The Dopart-
ment Is investigating this case and hag not
made s final determination.

2. The gquestionnaire survey of producers
conducted by the Department of Labor hay
revealed that only one establishment enw
gaged in the manufacture of cast-iron cook«
ware has experienced substantial unemploy-
ment. Other firms in the industry, while
reducing the number of workers &npagod
directly in the manufacture of cast-iren
cookware, have maintained s constant or i«
creasing overall employment level. Continued
absorption of workers produoing cast-iron
cookware into other lines of production will
decrense the potential for 1ayoffs in the fu~
ture. The Department estimates that aps«
prozimately 25 workers laid off from plantd
producing cast-iron cookware during tho
past year may be eligible for adjustmont ns-
sistance.

3. The unemployment rate in the county
where the bulk of the unemployed workers
are located was 7.0 percent, somowhat bolow
the national average in February 1977. This
factor and the urban nature of the {mpaoted
area make the prospects for reemployment
fair,

4. The Comprehendlve Employment and
Training Act (CETA) programs appest to ho
capable of meeting the program ¢laims of tho
displaced workers. The Employment and
Training Administration through the State
Employment Service has the authorlty to
purchase additional tralning when CETA
funds are not available.

Copies of the Department report con-
taining nonconfidential information
‘developed in the course of the G-month
investigation may be purchased by con-
tacting the Office of Trade Adjustment
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Assistance, U.S. Department of Tabor,
200 Constitution Avenue, NW,, Washing~
ton, D.C. 20210 (phone 202-523-7665) .

at Washington, D.C., this Tth
day of July 1977,

Howasrn D, SAMIUEL,
Deputy Under Secrelary,
- International Affairs.

[FR Doc77-19965 Fiied 7-11-77,8:45 am}

T - [ RA-~T-2077] )
MARYLAND MONOTYPE, LTD.
WOODLAWK, MARYLAND

Negative Determination Regarding Eligibil-
ity To Apply for Worker Adjustment
ssistance 3

Tn sccordance with section 223 of the
Trade Act of 197 the Department of
Tabor herein presents the resulis of
TA-W-207T7: investigation regavding
. certification of eligibility to apply for

The investization was initiated on
May 18, 1977 in response to a worker
petition received on May 18, 1977 which
was fled on behalf of workers and for-
mer warkers producing type galleys for
printing presses st Maryland Monotype,
I4d., Woodlawn, Maryland. -

The notice of investigation was pub-
lished In the FepErar REGISTER on May
13, 1977 (42 FR 27691) . No public hear-
ing was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de~
termination was made was obfained
principally from officials of Maryland
Monotype, Timited, =nd Department
fles. -

In order to make an affirmalive deter-
mination and issue a certification of
eligibflity to apply for adiustment as-
sistance, each of the group elgibility re-
quirements of section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must bemed:

{1) That a significant nuwmber or propor-
tion of the workers in the workers' fom, OT 81
sppropriste subdivision thereof, have become
totally or paztisily separated, or are threat-
ened 1o become totally or partlolly separated;

{2} That sales or production, or both, of
such frm or subdivision have deereased
absolutely; "

- {8) Thet articles Hke or divectly competi~
tHve with those produced by the firm or sub-
diviston are belng Imported in Incressed
guantities, either actual or relative fo
domestic production; and

{4) That such Iincreased imports have
confributed importantly to the separations,
or threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales
or production. The term “contributed im~

- portantly™ means a cause which is Important -

‘bub nobtnecessarity more Important than ony
other cause.

¥ any of the above criteria Is not
satisfied a negative determination must
bemade. ’

Maryland Monotype, Ed., was a whelly
owned subsidiary of Jewelcor, Inc. The
company printed methematical and
sclentific books and journals. Maryland
Monotype bid on printing work for other

-

. NOTICES

companies, They proguced a “galley™ of
type and contracted the press work, A
galley contalns the type that is ploced In
a printing press. The company clesed on
Januery 28, 1977,

Maryland Monotype, Itd. does nok
produce an sriicle within the meaning
of section 232(3) of the Acht and this
Department has already determined that
the performance of services ore not
covered by the adiustment assistonce
program. See Notice of Determination In

© “Pan Americon World Alroays, Incorpo-

rated” (TA~-W-153, 40 FR, 84638, Mary-

" land Monofype, Ltd,, performed a serv-

ice, printing for mothematicnl asnd
seientific journals and books,

ConcLusIoNnT

After careful review of the Issues, X
have determined that services of thekind
provided by Maryland Monotype, Time~
ited, Waadlawn, Maryiand are nob “arti~
cles” within the meaning of section
22%¢3) - of the Trade Act of 1874, The
petition for trade adiustment pssistance
is, therefore, denfed. .

Siened at Washington, D.C., this 2Tth
day of June 1977,
Jarses F.TARLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration and Planning,
[FR DocT7-19560 Filed 7-11-77:8:45 om]

[PA-W-168T]

OHIO FERRO ALLOYS CORP.
POWHATAN POINT, OHIO

Negative Determination Regarding Elfgibll-
ity To Apply for Vorker Adjustment
Assistance

In accordance with section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of

Labor herein presents the results of TA~
W-1687: investisotion regording certi-~
fication of eligibllity to apply for worker
adjustment assistonce as preseribed in
section 222 of the Act.

The Investigation was initinted on
February 24, 1877, In response fo o
worker petition received on February-8,
1977, which was filed by The Uplted Stegl
Workers of Ameriea on behalf of former
workers producing sticon melal at the
Powhatan Foint, Ohlo, plant of Ohlo
Ferro Alloys Coxporation.

The notice of nvestigation vwas pub-
Hshed in the Feoerar T.neIsTeR on MMarch
8, 1977 (42 FR 13092} . IVo public hearing
was requested and none wos held,

The Information upon which the de-
termination wos mode was obtained
principally from officizls of Ohlo Ferro
Aloys Corporation, Ms customers, the
TS, Deparbment of Commerce, the In~
ternational Trode Commission, Industry
analysts, and Department files,

In order to make an affirmative deter~
mination and issue a certiflention of el
gibility to applyr for adiustment essist-
ance, each of the proup clesibiityr re~
quirements of section 222 of the Trade

Lt

Act of 1874 must be met:

. 32905

€1} Thot s sionificant pumber or propor-
tion of the workers in the workers' firm, o
an cpprapriste mbdivision thereof, hove
boecome tofolly or pretinlly seporated, or oo
threntcned fo bocoma tolally or portinliz
ceporatods

(2} Thot coles or praduction, or kath, of
sach firm or cubdivizion bave degorocird
sbogtutly

€3} That orticies e or directly compat~
tive with there produced by the Srm or s~
disi-fon are bolmy Imported i Inopensed
quontitics, elther cotnsl or yelative to
damertio produetion: ond

€43 That cueh inoxoased fmports bhove
contributed fmpartantly to the separatians.
ar threat thereaf, and to thoe decrease In
£3cs or production, The tam “confributzd
fmportontly™ means o eante whilch Is ko~
partant but not nescosarily move Impartony
then any otker couca,

The Investization bas revexled that
without regard 25 to whether any of thy
other eriteria have been met, eriferion
€2} has not been met,

Sicrrrcany ToTsn oo PAnTIsL
SIPARATIONS

Plant employment of produztion
workers declined 4.2 percent iIn 1873
compared to 1974 and Increased 8.2 par-
cent In 1976 compored to 1975,

Barrs or Propverion, oz BorH,
HavE Docorastn ARSOLUTELY

Plant soles of silicon metal, in net
tons, increxced 133 percant in quontity
and 13.2 percent In volue In 1976 com-
pared to 1875,

Flont production of silicon meizl, in
net tons, ipcreased 181 percent in
quantity and 20.2 perzent I valwe in
1976 compared to 1975,

Lcroasen DIpanIs
Imports of siicon metzl ncreassg
from 15,300 short tons in 1972, to 23,836
short tons in 1973; declined each vear fo

6,802 short tons In 1973 and increaged to
8,526 short tons in 1876,

COrITIoTIny INFOrTaNTEY

A sample representative of the plant’s
customers, accounting for over 58 parcent
of plant’s soles of silicon metal in 1676,
indlecated thot only ene small eustomer
increaced purchoses of bmported silicen
metal while decreasing purehasss from
the Powhatan Point plant.

CoNeLusIon

After careful reviewr of the faolz o~
tatned in the investigation it iz concluded
that sales or production of silicon mats}
ot the Povhaton Point, Oblo, plant of
Ohio Ferro Alloys Corporation have not
declined as required for certification
wnder goction 222 of the Trade Act of
1974,

Siemed ot Yoshington, D.C., this 25
doy of June 1977,

Jor s B TATEOT.
Bircelor, Ofies of Maonagement,
Admiristration, and Planning.

2 R-1035E FAed T-11-T8 4% o]
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[TA-W-1601]
PENSTEEL KMW, INC., BATAVIA, N.Y.

Negative Determination Regarding Eligibil-
ity To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance Y

In accordance with section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-
W-1601: investigation regarding certi-
fication of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on
January 31, 1977, in response to a
worker pefition received on January 10,
1977, which was filed by workers for-
merly producing hydraulic shear ma-
chines and hydraulic cylinders at Pen-
steel KMW, Incorporated, Batavia, New
York.

The notice of Investigation was pub-

lished in the FepERAL REGISTER on Febru- -

ary 8, 19177 (42 FR 8023). No public hear-
ing was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termination was made was obtained
principally from officials of  Pensteel
KMW, Inc., its customers, the U.S. De-
partment of Commerce, the U.S. Inter-
national Trade Commission, industry
analysts, and Department files.

In order to make an affirmative defer-
mination and issue a certification of eli-
gibility to apply for adjustment assist-
ance, each of -the group eligibility re-
quirements of section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or pro-
portlon of the workers in the workers’
firm, or an appropriate subdivision there-
of, have become totally or partially sepa-
rated, or are threatened to become totally
or partially separated:

(2) That sales or production, or both,
of such firm or subdivision have decreased
absolutely;

(3) That articles like or directly compet-
itive with those produced by the firm or
subdivision are being imported in increased
quantities, either actual or relative to
domestic production; and.

(4) That such  increased imports have
contributed lmportantly to the separations,
or threat thereof, and to the decrease in
sales and production, The term ‘con-
tributed importantly” means a cause which
1s important but not necessarily more im-
portant than any other cause.

The investigation has revealed that,
with vespect to hydraulic cylinders,
criteria (3) and (4) have not been met,
and, with respect to hydraulic shear
machines, criterion (4) has not been
met.

SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

The average number of production
workers declined 13 percent in 1976 com-
pored to 1975. Employment of pro-
duction workers at the Batavia plant
ceased during December 1976.

SALES OR PRODUCTION, OR BoTH, HAVE
DECREASED ABSOLUTELY |

Sales of all products declined 24.8
percent In 1976 compared to 1975. Sales
of hydraulic cylinders declined 4.9 per-

NOTICES

_ gent_during this period, while sales of

hydraulic shear machines declined 77.1
percent. . ’

Production at the Batavia plant
ceased during December 1976.

- INCREASED IMMPORTS R

Imports of hydraulic shear machines A

increased in every year from 1972 to
1976. Imports’increased from $1.8 mil-
lion in 1972 to $3.7 million in 1975 and
$5 million in 1976. Imports increased
relative to domestic production from
6.7 percent in 1972 to 10.7 percenf in
1974, The ratio of imports to domestic
production then declined to 7.7 percent
in 1975 and increased again in 1976
to 10.6 percent.

Imports of hydraulic - cylinders
amounted to less than one percent of
domestic production in 1976.

CONTRIBUTED IMPORTANTLY

Pensteel KMW was incorporated in
.1973 with two Canadian companies as
owners. The owners intended Pensteel
KMW to be primarily a marketing
_arm for one of the parent companies.

When this marketing program did not
succeed, Pensteel KMW began 'in late
1973 to ;nanufacture hydraulic cylinders
and hydraulic shear machines. ¥rom
1974 through 1976, over 95 percent of
Pensteel KMW’s sales of hydraulic cyl-
inders were to Canadian firms, and thus
Pensteel KMW'’s sales of hydraulic cyl-
inders were not affected by imports.

Distributors for Pensteel KMW hy-
_draulic shears did not purchase similar
machines from foreign manufacturers.

Distributors stated that Pensteel KMW’s .

competition came from other domestic
firms. . '
CONCLUSION

After careful.review of the facts-ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that increases of imports like or directly
-competitive with hydraulic shear ma-
chines and hydraulic eylinders produced
at Pensteel RMW, Batavia, New York,
did not contribute importantly to the
total or partial separations of workers
of that plant. -

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 27th
day of June 1977.

JamEes . TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration and Planning.

v [FR Doc.77-19962 Filed 7-11-77; 8:45 am]

[TA-W-1676]
SPORN DRESS €O., FREEHOLD, N..L

Negative Determination Regarding Eligibil-
ity To Apply for Worker Adjustment
) -Assistance

In accordance with section 223 of the
Trade ‘Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-~
W-16176: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
section 222 of the Act. i
. The investigation was initiated on
February 17, 1977, in response to &

worker petition received on that date
which was filed by the International
Ladies’ Garment Workers Union on be-«
half of workers and former workers pro-
ducing misses’ dresses at the Sporn Dreys
Company, Freehold, New Jersey.

The Notice of Investigation was pub-
lished in the FEprRAL REGISTER on March
11, 1977 (42 FR 13613) . No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termination was made was obtained
principally from officials of the Sporn
Dress Company, its customers, the U.9,
Department of Commerce, the U.8. In-
ternational Trade Commisston, industry
analysts, and Department files.

In order to make an affirnlative deter-
mination and Issue o certification of
eligibility to apply for adjustment ag-
sistance, each of the group eligibility re«
quirements of section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That & significant number or propor-
tion of the workers in such workers® firm, or
an appropriate subdivision thereof, have
become totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to becomeo totally or partinlly
separated;

(2) That sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decressed
absolutely; .

-(3) That articles ke or directly compoti«
tive with those prodiuced by the firm or sub-
division are belng imported in increased
quantities, either actual or relatlve to
domestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have cott«
tributed importantly to the soparationg, or
threat thereof, and to the decrease in saley
or production. The term “contributed fm-
portantly” means a cause which 13 important
but not necessarily more important than any
other cause.

_The investigation has revealed that
criterion (4) has not been met.

SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

The average number of production
workers at the Sporn Dress Company
remained constant in 1975 compared to
1974 and increased 5 percent In 1970
compared to 1975. Employment declined
5 percent in the first quarter of 1977 com-
pared to the first quarter of 1976.

SALES OR PRODUCTION, OR BOTH,
HavE DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Production at the Sporn Dress Com-~
pany declined 17 percent in 19756 com-
pared to 1974 and increased~17 percent
in 1976 compared to 1975. Production
decreased 63 percent in the first quartor
og 1977 compared to the first quarter of
1976.

INCREASED IMPORTS

Imports of women’s and misses’ dresses
decreased from 963 thousand dozen in
1972 to 596 thousand dozen in 1973, Im-
ports increased annually to 659 thousand
dozen in 1976.

Imports of women’s and misses’ dresses
decreased relative to domestic produc<
tion and consumption from 4.7 percent
and 4.5 percent, respectively, in 1972 to
3.2 percent and 3.1 percent, respeotively,
in 1973. Imports relative to domestic
production and consumption incrensed
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'to 4.5 percent and 4.3 percent, respective-
iy, in 1975 and remained constant in
1976.

CONTRIBUTED ILIPORTANTLY

The Sporn Dress Company produces
on a contract basis exclusively for one
manufacturer. Réduced purchases from
the Sporn Dress Company resulted from
the manufacturer’s decision to shift to
other. domestic contractors in order to
change its mix of product line. The
manufacturer does not import any
finished products nor does it contract
work with foreign firms.

~ CONCLUSION

After careful review of the facts
obtained in the investigation, I conclude
that increases of imports like or directly
competitive with misses’ dresses produced
at the Sporn Dress Company, Freehold,
New Jersey, did not contribute im;_)or-
tantly to the total or partial separations
of the workers of that firm.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 29th
day of June 1977.
James F. TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration and Planning.
|FE Doc.77-19963 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[TA-W-1922]
- TONY P. FASHIONS, INC,, MOHAWK, N.Y.

Negative Determination Regarding Eligi-
bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance

In accordance with section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Tabor herein presents the results of
TA-W-1922: investigation regarding
certification of eligibility to apply for
worker adjustment assistance as pre-
seribed in section 222 of the Act.

The* investigation was initiated on
March 29, 1977, in response to & work
petition received on March 28, 1977,
which was filed by the International
Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union on be-
half of workers producing ladies’ dresses
at the Mohawk, New York, plant of Tony
P. Fashions, Inc. R

The notice-of investigation was pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on April
2, 1977 (42 FR 19182). No public hear-
ing was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termination was made was obtained from
Tony P. Fashions, Inc., its customers, the
U.S. International Trade Commission,
U.S. Department of Commerce, industry
analysts, and Department files.

In order to make an affirmative deter-
mination and issue & certification of
eligibility to apply for adjustment as-
sistance, each of the group eligibility
requirements of section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or pro-
portlon of the workers in such workers’
firm, or an appropriate subdivision of the

NOTICES

firm have become totally or partially sepa-
rated;

(2) That eales or production, or both,
of such firm or subdivision have decreased
absolutely;

(3) That articles like or directly compet-
itive with those produced by the firm or
subdivision are being imported In increased
quantities, elther actual or relatlve to
domestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have
contributed importantly to the sccparations
or threat thercof, and to the decrease in
sales or production. The term “contributed
importantly” means o cause which i5 im-
portant but not necessarlly more impertant
than any other cause.

The investigation has revealed that
although criteria (1), (2) and (3) have
beeg met, criterion (4) has not been
me

SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

Production workers were hired by Tony
P. Fashions in 1975. Employ~
ment ceased on AMay 22, 1976 when the
plant was shut down and -all workers
were laid off,

SALES OR PRODUCTION, OR BOTH, HAVE
DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Tony P. Fashions was a contractor.
Production commenced the second week
in December 1975 and ceased on May
-22, 1976 when the plant was permaenent-
Iy closed.

INCREASED IMPORTS

Imports of women's and misses' dresses
decreased from 963 thousand dozen in
1972 to 596 thousand dozen in 1973 and
then increased steadily to 659 thousand
dozen in 19%76.

CONTRIBUTED IXSPORTANTLY

The sole manufacturer that Tony P.
Fashions contracted with does nob pur-
chase imported dresses or use forelgn
contractors. This manufacturer switched
from Tony P. Fashions to other domes-
tic contractors only after Tony P. Fash-
ions shut down. The manufacturer has
increased purchases from other domestic
sources during the last two years;
furthermore, its sales of dresses such as
those produced at Tony P. Fashions have
increased.

COKCLUSION

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that increased imports of articles like
or directly competitive with dresses
produced at the Mohawk, New York,
plant of Tony P. Fashions, Inc., did not
contribute importantly to the total or
partial separation of workers at that
plant.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 27th
day of June 1977.

JanEes F, TAyLon,
Director, Office of 2fanagement,
Administration, and Planning.

[FR D0c.77-18804 Flled 7-11-77;8:46 am}

32907 -

[TA-W-1704]
BECKLEY MANUFACTURING CO.

Certification Regzarding Eligibility To Apply
for Worker Adjustment Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of
TA-W-1704: investigation regarding cer-
tification of-eligibility to apply for work-
er adjustment assistance as prescribed
in Section 222 of the Act.

The investization was inifiated on
March 3, 1977, in response to a work-
er petition received on Rarch 3, 1977,
which was filed by the International
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers on
behalf of workers and former workers
producing tuner modules, intermediate
frequency trensformers and custom mag-
netic devices at the Beckley, West Vir-
ginia, plant of Beckley Manufacturing
Company.

‘The Notce of Investigaiton was pub-
lished in the FepEralL REGISTER on
March 11, 1977 (42 FR 13628). No pub-
g:l gearing was requested and none was

‘The information upon which the de-
termination was made was obtained prin-
cipally from officlals of Beckley Manu-
facturing Company, its customers, the
U.S. Department of Commerce, the G.S.
International Trade Commission, indus-
try analysts, and Department files.

In order to make an affirmative de-
termination and issue a certification of
eligibility to apply for sdjustment as-
sistance, each of the group eligibility
requirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That o significant number or propor-
tion of the workers In the workers® firm, or
an gppropriate subdivision thereof, have
become totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially
eeparated;

(2) That sales or production, or both, of

guch firm or subdivision have deecresszd
abzolutely;

(3) That articles ke or directly competi-
tive with thoze produced by the firm or sub-
division are belng imported In inereased
quaontitles, elther actual or relative to
domestie praduction; and

(4) That such Increased imports have con-
tributed importantly to the separations, or
threat thercof, and to the decrease in sales
cr production. The term “contributed im-
portantly” means a cause which is important
but not necessarily more important than any
other cauce.

The Department’s investigation has
revealed that all of the above criteria
were met for the Beckley plant. -

SicrrFicanT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

Total production employment at Beck-
II%srzsdecuned 13 percent from 1974 to

Workers were engaged in the produc-
tion of tuner modules from June 1975
through June 1976. Employment of
tuner module production workers de-
clined 43 percent in the first six months
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of 1976 compared to the last six months
of 1975. Tuner module production em-
ployment was terminated in June 1976.

Employment of IF transformer pro-
duction workers increased 48 percent
from 1975 to 1976. Employment declined
20 percent in the fourth quarter of 1976
and 27 percent in the first quarter of
1977, when compared to the same quar-
ters of the previous year.©

Employment of custom magnetic
device production workers increased 6
percent from 1975 to 1976. Employment
declined 12 percent in the fourth quar-
ter of 1976 and 32 percent in the first
quarter of 1977 when compared to the
same quarters of the previous year.

All production employment was termi-
nated in April 1977 when the plant closed.

SALES, PRODUCTION, OR BOTH,
HAVE DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Sales of tuner modules declined 19 per-
cent in quantity from 1975 to 1976. Pro-
duction of tuner modules at the Beckley
plant began in June 1975 and was dis-
continued in June 1976. Tuner modules
represented 3 percent of total production
in 1975 and 2 percent in 1976.

Sales of IF transformers increased 14
percent in quantity from 1975 to 1976.
Sales declined 24 percent in quantity in
the fourth quarter of 1976 compared to
the fourth quarter of 1975. Production of
IF transformers declined 12 percent in
the fourth quarter of 1976 compared to
the fourth quarter of 1975. Production of
IF transformers was discontinued in
April 19717. .

IF. transformers represented 88 per-
cent of total production in 1975 and 92
percent in 1976.

Sales of custom magnetic devices de-
clined 19 percent in quantity from 1975
to 1976. Production of custom magnetic
devices declined 9 percent from 1975 to
1976. Production of custom magnetic
devices ceased in April 1977 when the
plant closed.

Custom magnetic devices represented
9 percent of total production in 1975,
and 6 percent in 1976.

INCREASED IBIPORTS

Imports of certain electronic inductors
(a basket category including tuner
modules, transformers, and other in-
ductors for use in radio assemblies and
data processing equipment) increased in
absolute terms in each year from 1972
through 1975. Imports increased 37 per-
cent from 1975 to 1976, and increased 56
perdent in the first quarter of 1977 com-~
pared to the like quarter of 1976. The
ratlo of imports to domestic production
increased from 7.1 peycent in 1975 to 9.3
percent in 1976 and t¢g 11.1 percent in the
first quarter of 1977.

CONTRIBUTED IMPORTANTLY

In June 1976, production of tuner mod-
ules was discontinued at Beckley Manu-~
facturing Company and was transferred
to General Instrument Corporation (the
parent company) facilities in Juarez,
Mexico. All employment related to the
production of tuner modules at Beckley
was terminated.

L~ 3

NOTICES

Beginning in January 1977, production
of intermediate frequency transformers
was phased out at Beckley. In-April-1977,
production of IF transformers ceased at
Beckley and was transferred to General
Instrument facilities’in Juarez, Mezxico,
and Taiwan.

Sales and production of custom mag-
netic devices declined throughout 1975
and 1976. Beckley produced CM devices
for one major customer. This customer
purchases imported custom magnetic de-

" vices and reduced purchases from Beck-
ley in 1975 and 1976.

Tuner modules and intermediate fre-
quency transformers together, repre-
sented nearly 95 percent of production at
Beckley in both 1975 and 1976. Tterefore,
when production of these products was
transferred from Beckley, production of
custom magnetic devices was also dis-
continued at the plant. CM device pro-
duction was not transferred o other par-
ent company facilities. Geheral Instru-
ment will not remain in the custom
magnetic device market.

- CONCLUSION

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that increases of imports like or directly
competitive with tuner modules, inter-
mediate frequency transformers and cus-

tom magnetic devices produced at Beck- -

ley Manufacturing, Beckley, West Vir-
ginia, contributed importantly to the
total or partial separation of the work-
ers of the plant. In accordance with the
provisions of the Act, I make the follow-
ing cettification:

All workers engaged in employment re-
lated to the production of tuner modules at
Beckley Manufacturing Company, Beckley,
West Virginia, and the Chickopee, Massachu-
setts, sales office who became totally or par-
tially separated from employment on or after
February 22, 1976, and all workers engaged
in employment related to the production of
intermediate frequehcy transformers and
custom magnet devices at Beckley Manufac-
turing Company, Beckley, West Virginis, and
the Chickopee, Massachusetts, sales office
who became totally or partially separated
from employment on or after October 1, 1976,
are eligible to apply for adjustment assist-
ance under Title II, Chapter 2 of the Trade
Act of 1974. )

Signed at Washington, D.C.,-this 29th
day of June 1977. .

: JAMES F. TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration, and Planning. _
[i"R Doc.T7-19947 Filed T-11-77;8:45 am]

[TA-W-1708]
BRIDGEPORT BRASS CO.

l'\legative Determination Regarding Eligi-
bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance

In accordance wish Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA~
‘W-1708: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on
March 3, 1977, in response to & worker
petition received on March 1, 1977, which
was filed by the Brass Workers Local
Union No. 24411 of the AFL~CIO ¢n boew«
half of workers and former workers pro-
ducing copper and brass pipe and tubing
at the Bridgeport Brass Company,
EBridgeport, Connecticut. -

The Notice of Investigation was pub-
lished in the FeEpErAL REGISTER on Mareh
15, 1977 (42 FR 14185). No public hear-
ing was requested and none was hoeld.

The information upon which the deter-
mination was made was obtained prinei«
pally from officials of Bridgeport Brass
Company, its customers, the U.S, Depart-
ment of Commerce, the U.S. Internpe
tional Trade Commission, industry anp-
lysts, and Department files. ~

In order to make an affirmative detor-
mination and issue s certification of elf-
gibility to apply for adjustment assist-
ance, each of the group ecligibility ro-
quirements of Section 222 of the Trado
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or propor-
tlon of the workers in the workers’ firm, or
an appropriate subdivision thoreof, have bo-
come totally or partially soparated, or nto
threatened to become totally or partinlly 0P~
arated; .

(2) That sales or production, or both, of

such firm or subdiviston have docreased b«
solutely; -
. (3) That articles like or dircctly compoti«
tlve with those produced by tho firm or sub=
division are being imported in Inereased
quantities, either actual or relativo to do-
mestic production; and

(4) That such Increased Imports have cons
tributed importantly to the soparations, or
threat thereof and to the decrease in sales or
production. The term “contributed ime
portantly” means o cause which is {mportant
but not necessarity more important than any
other cause.

‘The Department’s investigation hns‘ 10
vealed that the fourth criterfon has not
been met,

SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

Annual average employment of hourly
production workers at the Bridgeport,
Connecticut tube mill of the Bridgeport
Brass Company decreased 20.9 percent
from 1974 to 1975 and then increased 17.6
percent from 1975 to 1976. Hourly em-
ployment began to decline in January
1971, falling 19.8 percent from January
to March 1977.

SALES OR PRODUCTION, OR Bori, HAVE
DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Sales of copper and brass pipe and tub-
ing at the Bridgeport, Connecticut, tube
mill of the Bridgeport Brass Company
decreased 25.7 percent in quantity from
1974 to 1975, increased 20.8 percent from
1975 to 1976, and then declined 9.6 per-
cent in the first two months of 1977 com-
pared to the same period in 1976,

Production decreased 30.9 percent in
quantity from 1974 to- 1975, increascd
20.3 percent from 1975 to 1976, and then
declined 10.6 percent in the first two
months of 1977 compared to same period
in 1976.
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- JINCREASED IMPORTS

Imports of copper and brass pipe and
tubing decreased from 105 million pounds
in 1972 to 56 million pounds in 1975.
Imports- then increased to 81 million
pounds in 1976. The ratio of imports to
domestic produetion of copper and brass
pipe and tubing decreased from 11.6
percent in 1972 to 9.3 percent in 1974
and then increased to 9.9 percent in
1975 and to 12 percent in 1976.

CONTRIBUTED IMPORTANTLY

The Department’s investigation re-
-yealed that customers of Bridggport
Brass Company’s tube mill in Bridge-
port, Connecticut, do not purchase any
imported copper and brass pipe and tub-
ing. Customers that decreased purqhases
from the Bridgeport tube mill did so
because Bridgeport Brass stopped pro-
ducing copper water tubing gnd because
of general economic conditions.

i CONCLUSION

After careful review of the facts oh-
tained in the investigation, I gonch;de
that increases of imports of articles like
or directly competitive with copper and
brass pipe and tubing producegl at the
Bridgeport, Connecticut tube_mlll of the
Bridgeport Brass Company did not con-
tribute importantly to the total or
partial separation of workers producing
such articles at that plant.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 29th
day of June 1977.

~ James F. ‘TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Managemen?,
Administration, and Planning. |

[FR Doc.17-19949 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

[TA-W-1643]
' BORDER FISHERIES, INC.

Negative Determination Regarding Efigi-
bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance -

In according with Section 223 of the
Trade Act.of 1974 the Department of
T.aBor herein presents the res.ults of
TA-W-1643: investigation regarding cer-
tification of eligibility to apply for work-
er adjustment assistance as prescribed
in Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on
February 14, 1977, in response to & work-
er petition received on February 10, 1977,
" which was filed on behalf of workers and
former workers engaged in shrimp fish-
ing at Border Fisheries, Incorporated, in
Port Isabel, Texas. -

The notice of investigation was pub-
lished in the ¥EDERAL REGISTER on March
8, 1977 (42 FR 13082). No public hear-
ing was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termination was made was obtained
principally from officials of Border
Fisheries, Incorporated, its customers,
the U.S. Department of Commerce, the
U.S. International Trade Commission,
industry analysts, and Department files.

. In order to make an affirmative de-
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termination and issue a certification of
eligibility to apply for adjustment as-
sistance, each of the group cligibility
requirements of Sectlon 222 of the Trade
JAct of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or pro-
portion of the workers in the workers'
firm, or an appropriate subdivision there-
of, have become totally or partially
separated, or are threatened to become to-
tally or partlally separated;

(2) That sales or productlion, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreased ab-
solutely:

(3) That articles llke or directly com-
petitive with those produced by the firm
or subdivision are belng imported in in-
creased quantities, cither actual or relative
to domestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have
contributed importantly to the ceparations,
or threat thercof, and to the decrease in
gales or production. The term ‘contributed
importantly” means & cause which is ime-
portant but not necessarlly more fmportant
than any other cause.

The investigation has revealed that al-
though criterion (3) has been met,
criteria (1), (2), and (4) have not been
met.

SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

The number of workers per ship has
remained constant over the 1974-1976
period as insurance regulations require
@ minimum crew of three to meet safe-
ty standards. Employment records in the
shrimp fishing industry are not main-
tained according to number of hours
worked. ‘Therefore employment data are
based on average crew earnings per hoat
and average number ‘of shrimp fishing
trips per boat.

Average crew earnings per boat in-
creased 52.5 percent in 1875 compared
to 1974 and increased 7.6 percent in 1976
compared to 1975. Average number of
trips per boat increased 11.5 percent in
1975 compared to 1974 and increased
3.4 percent in 1976 compared to 1975.

SALES OR PRODUCTION, OR BOTH, HAVE
DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

The average shrimp catch per bont
in terms of quantity at Border Fisheries,
Inc. increased 16.7 percent in 1975 com-
pared to 1974 and then declined 27
percent in 1976 compared to 1975. Aver-
age catch per boat in terms of value
increased 54.9 percent in 1975 compared
to 1974 and.increased 8.2 percent in 1976
compared to 1975.

INCREASED IMPORTS

Imports of shrimp in terms of quan-
tity declined 9.3 percent in 1973 com-
pared to 1972 and then increased 15.9
percent in 1974 compared to 1973. Im-
-ports declined 13.6 percent in 1975 com-
pared to 1974 and then increased 17.2
percent in 1976 compared to 1975. The
ratio of imports to domestic production
increased from 111.4 percent in 1975 to
116.8 percent in 1976. The ratlo of im-
ports to domestic consumption declined
from 57 percent in 1975 to 56.2 percent
in 1976.
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CORITUBUTED IMPORTANTLY

A survey of customers who regularly
submit bids on the Port Isabel-Browns-
ville shrimp market revealed that cus-
tomers who increased their purchases
of imported shrimp did so because Bor-
der Fisheries and other domestic sup-
pliers were unable to meet their re-
quirements. Further evidence that the
demand for Gulf shrimp exceeded supply
in 1976 is supplied by the fact that the
average price for shrimp increased in
1976 compared to 1975.

‘The decline in the quantity of shrimp
caught by Border Fisheries in 1976 was
due to several factors, including adverse
weather conditions ccewrring during the
height of the shrimp season in November
and December which kept the trawlers
in port, the lack of shrimp available in
the mown fishing grounds, and the im-
position of a 200 mile fishing restriction
by the Mexican government which pre-
vented domestic shrimpers from fishing
off Mexican coastal waters.

CoxrcLusIoNn

After careful review -of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that increases of imports like or directly
competitive with shrimp produced by
Border Fisheries, Inc., Port Isabel, Texas,
have not contributed importantly to the
total or partial separations of the work-
ers of that firm as required for certifica-
ﬁ;x;st;x;der Section 222 of the Trade Act
o .

Sitned at Washington, D.C., this 26th
day of June 1977,

Jaues P, Tavioz,
Direetor, Office of Management,
Administration, and Planning.

|FR Doc.77-18348 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

-

[TA-W-1633]
CONGRESS TEXTILE PRINTERS

Determinations Regarding Eligibility To
Apply for Worker Adjustment Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA—
VW-1633: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

‘The investigation was initiated on Feb-
ruary 7, 1977 in response fo a worker pe-
tition received on February 7, 1977 which
was filed by the Textile Printing Colorist
Guild on behalf of workers and former
worliers printing fabric at the Haw-
thorne, New Jersey plant of Congress
Textile Printers.

The Department’s investigation re-
vealed that Congress includes two di-
vislons: Capital Printers, a commission
printing operation and Dandy Flocks, a
commission flock printing operation.

Tae notice of Investigation was pub-
lished in the PEpERAL REGISTER on March
4, 1977 (42 PR 12494). No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termination was made was obtained
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principally from officials of Congress *

Textile Printers, its customers, the U.S.
Department of Commerce, the Interna-
tional Trade Commission, industry ana-
1ysts, and Department files.

In order to make an affirmative deter-
mination and issue a certification of eli-
gibility to apply for adjustment assist-
ance, each of the group eligibility re-
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or propor-
tion of the workers in the workers’ firm, or
an appropriate subdivision thereof, have
become totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially -
separated;

(2) That sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreased
absolutely;

(3) That articles like or directly competi-
tive with those produced by the firm or sub-
division are being Iimported in increased
quantities, either actual or relative to
domestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have con-
tributed importantly to the separations, or
threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales
or production. The term “contributed im-
portantly” means a cause which is important
but not necessarily more important than any
other cause.

The Department’s investigation has
revealed that all of the above criteria
were met for Congress Textile Printers
and the Capital Printers division of
Congress. Without regard to any of the
other criteria, criterion three (3) wasnot
met for the Dandy Flocks division of
Congress Textile Printers. -

SIGNIFICANT PARTIAL OR TOTAL
SEPARATIONS

The average number of production
workers at Congress Textile Printers and
the Capital Printers division declined 48
percent from 1974 to 1975 and declined
3 percent from 1975 to 1976.

The average number of production
workers in the Dandy Flocks division de-
clined 25 percent from 1974 to 1975 and
declined 50 percent from 1975 to 1976.

The average number of salaried

workers at Congress Textile Printers de-,

clined 23 percent from 1974 to 1975 and
declined 20 percent from 1975 to 1976.

SaLES, PRODUCTION, OR BOTH,
DECREASED ABSOLUTELY -

The quantity of sales of printed fabric
by Congress Textile Printers and the
Capital Printers division declined 61 per-
cent from 1974 to 1975 and declined 2
percent from 1975 to 1976.

The.quantity of sales of flocked fabric
by the Dandy Flocks division declined 35
percent from 1974 to 1975 and declined
50 percent from 1975 to 1976. -

INCREASED IDIPORTS

The petition alleges that increased im-
ports of apparel adversely affected pro-
+duction and employment of Congress
Textile Printers. *Converters, who are
customers of Congress stated that im-
ports of apparel have been a factor in
reduced business with Congress. -
Imported wearing apparel cannot be
consldered to be like or directly com-
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petitive with printed fabric. Imports of
fabric must be considered in determining
import injury to workers producing
printed fabric. ’

Imports of cotton broadwoven print-
cloth declined absolutely from 1972 to
1973, increased from 1973 to 1974, de-
clined 10.5 percent from 1974 to 1975 and
then increased 55.6 percent from 1975 to
1976. The ratio of imports to domestic
production and consumption increased
from 13.5 percent and 129 percent,
respectively, in 1975 to 20.6 percent and
19.8 percent, respectively, in 1976.

Imports of man-made woven printed
fabric declined absolutely from 1972 to
1973, increased from 1973 to 1974, de-
clined .8 percent from 1974 to 1975 and
then increased 23.5 percent from 1975 to
1976. The ratios of imports to domestic
production and consumption remained
les'? than one percent from 1972 through
1976.

Imports of flocked cotton fabric in-
creased absolutely and relative to domes-
tic production from 1972 to 1973. Imports
dcelined absolutely from -1973 to 1974,
increased from 1974 to 1975, and then de-
clined 36 percent from 1975 to 1976. The
ratios of imports to domestic production
and consumption increased from 0.10
percent for each in 1974 to 0.12 percent
for each in 1975. ) .

Imports of flocked man-made fabric
declined absolutely and relative to do-
mestic production from 1972 to 1973. Im-~
ports increased absolutely from 1973 to
1974, declined from 1974 to 1975 and de-
clined 94 percent from 1975 to 1976. The
ratios of imports to domestic production
and consumption remained unchanged
at 0.06 percent for each in both 1974 and
1975. N

CONTRIBUTED IRTPORTANTLY

Customers of Congress Textile Print-
ers are converters who buy greige goods
and commission. Congress to finish and
print the fabric’in accordance with ap-
parel manufacturers’ specifications. Dur-
ing the course of the investigation it was
established that converters may or may
not purchase imports of printed fabric.
In general, the converters maintained
that printing orders with Congress and
Capital were reduced because the con-
verters were experiencing declining sales.

The Deparfment’s survey of apparel
manufacturers, who are customers of the
converters, revealed that manufacturers
‘are importing printed or finished fabric
for use in the production of men’s and
women’s wearing apparel. The converters
reported a growing trend towards manu-
facturers bypassing converters and pur-
chasing finished fabric offshore or pur-
chasing the imported finished fabric

- domestically, through foreign trading .

companies.

Sales by Dandy Flocks declined in 1975
and 1976 because total consumption of
cotton and man-made fabrics used as

-foundations for flocking declined. This

decline was due tn decreased demand by
the housing, automotive, apparel, and
shoe industries, the primary users of
coated, including flocked, fabrics.

CONCLUSION

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investizatiori I conclude
that increases of imports or directly com-
petitive with printed fabric. produced at
Congress Textile Printers and the Cap-
ital Printers division of Congress; Howe-
thorne, New Jersey contributed impor-
tantly to the total or partial separation
of the workers of those divisions. In a¢e
cordance with the provisions of the Act,
I n_lake the following certification:

All workers engaged in employment related
to the printing of fabric at Congress Textilo
Printers and the Caplital Printers divisfon ot
Congress, Hawthorne, New Jersoy, and the
Senate Sales office New York, Noew York who
became totally or partially separated from
employment on or after January 24, 1976 aro
eligible to apply for adjustment assistanco
?grger Title II, Chapter 2 of the Trade Aot of

Ifurther conclude that imports of arti-
cles like or directly competitive with
flocked fabric produced in the Dandy
Flocks division of Congress Textilo
Printers, Hawthorne, New Jersey havo
not increased as required for certification
under Section 222 of the Trade Act of
1974. Therefore, workers employed by
Dandy Flocks are denied eligibility to ap-
ply for adjustment assistance.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 20th
day of June 1977.

Janes F, TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration, and Planning.,

[FR Doc.77-19950 Filed 7-11-77;8:46 am]

[TA-W-1584]
DAVE GOLDBERG MANUFACTURING CO.

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply
for Worker Adjustment Assistance

In accordance with Section 223(b) of
the Trade Act of 1974, the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-
W-1584: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance gs prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on
January 18, 1977 in response to o worker
petition received on January 18, 1977
which was filed on behalf of workers and
former workers producing quilted nylon
and polyester coats at the Antioch, T~
nois plant of the Dave Goldberg Manu-
facturing Company.

The notice of investigation was pub-
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER on Febru-
axy 15, 1977 (42 FR 9239). No public
hearing was requested and rione was held,

The information upon which the deter-
mination was made was obtained princi-
pelly from officials of the Dave Goldberg
Manufacturing Company, its customers,
the U.S. Department of Commerce, tho
U.S. International Trade Commission,
the Chicago Midwest Credit Managoe-
ment Association, industry analysts and
Department files.

In order to make an affirmative deter-
mination and issue a certification of ell=
gibility to apply for adjustment assist-
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ance, each of the group eligibility re-
quirements of Section 222 of the Trads
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or pro-
portion of the workers in the workers' firm,
or an appropriate subdivision thereof, have
become totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially
separated; R

(2) That sales or production, or both,
of such firm or subdivision have decreased
absolutely;

(3) That articles like or directly com-
petitive with those produced by the Srm
or subdivision are being imported in in-
creased quantities, either actuasl or rela-
tive to domestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have con-
tributed importantly to the separations, or
threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales
or production. The term “contributed im-
portantly” means a cause which is Im-
portant but not necessarily more important
than any other cause.

The investigation has revealed that all
four of the above criteria have been met.

" SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

Employement at the Antioch, Ilinois
plant of the Dave Goldberg Manufactur-
ing Company peaked in September 1975
and then declined thereafter. All em-
ployment at the Antioch plant was ter-
minated the week ending January 3,
1976.

SALES OR PRODUCTION, OR Bom, Have
- DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Sales in 1974 dollars by the Dave,

Goldberg Manufacturing Company in-
creased 3.3 percent in 1975 compared to
1974 and then declined 84.5 percent in
the first three qaurters of 1976 com-
. pared to the first three quarters of 1975.

INCREASED IMPORTS

Imports of men’s, boys’, women’s and
girls’ nylon and polyester fibher-filled
non-knit coats and jackets increased’ab-
solutely and relatively in 1973 compared
to 1972 and then declined absolutely
and relatively in 1974 compared fo 1973.
Imports decreased absolutely and rela-
tively in 1975 compared to 1974 and then
increased 18.3 percent in 1976 compared
to 1975. The ratio of imports to domestic
production increased from 132.8 percent
in 1975 to 145.4 percent in 1976.

CONTRIBUTED IRIPORTANTLY

Customers representing approximately
eighty percent of Goldberg's total sales
indicated that they had increased their
purchases of imported nylon and polyes-
ter coats while decreasing their pur-
chases from the Dave Goldberg Manu-
facturing Company: Price was cited as
the most important factor in these cus-
tomers’ decisions to purchase imported
rather than domestic nylon and polyester
coats.

CONCLUSION

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that increases of imports like or directly
competitive with quilted nylon and
polyester coats produced by the Antioch,
Iilinois plant of the Dave Goldberg
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Manufacturing Company contributed
importantly to the total or partinl
separations of the workers at that firm.
In accordance with the provisions of
the Act, I make the following certifica-
tion:

All workers at the Dave Goldberp LMinnu-
facturing Company located in  Antloch,
Iinois who became totally or portially
separated from employment on or after De-
cember 22, 1975 are eliglble to apply for
adjustment assistance under Title XTI, Chop-
ter 2 of the Trade Act of 1874,

" Signed at Washington, D.C. this 29th
day of June 1977.
. Jaues F, Tayron,
Dircctor, Office of IManegement,
Administration, and Planning.
[ER Doc.77-19951 Filed 7~11-77;8:45 am]

[TASVW-1947]
EARTH SHOE CORP.

Certification Regarding Eligibility To App!,
for Worker Adjustment Assi?tance Py

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-
W-1947: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initinted on
April 4, -1977, In response to a worker
petition received on March 31, 1977, by
workers and former workers producing
casual footwear at the Middleboro,
Massachusetts, plant of the Earth Shoe
Corporation. The petition was expanded
to include those workers at the Summer-
sef, Massachusetts, warghouse of Earth
Shoe and the parent corporation of
Earth Shoe, Kalso Systemet, Inc.

The Notice of Investigation was pub-
lished in the Feperar Rrcisrcr on May
4, 1977 (42 FR 19933). No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the deter-
mination was made was obtained prin-
cipally from officials of Earth Shoe
Corporation, the U.S. Department of
Commerce, the U.S. International Trade
Commission, industry analysts, and
Department files.

In order to make an afiirmative deter-
mination and issue a certification of
eligibility to apply for adjustment assist-
ance, each of the group eligibility
requirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant humber or propor-
tlon of the workers in the workers' Srm, or
an gappropriatc subdiviclon thercof, have
become totally or partially coparated, o aro
threatened to beccome totally or partinlly
separated;

(2) That cales or production, or both, of
such {rm or subdivision have decreased
absolutely; .

(3) That articles ilke or dircctly compoti-
tive with those produced by the firm or sub-
division aro being imported in increased
quantities, eclther actual or relative to
domestic production; and

(4) That such increaced imports bave con-
tributed importantly to the ceparations, or
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threat thereof, and to the decreasze in gales o
production. The term “contributed impeor-
tantly” means a caus2 which is important
but not pececsarily maore Important than any
othor causo.

The investization has revealed that all
four criteria have been met.

S1criarrcAnT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

Employment of production workers af
the Earth Shoe Corporation declined by
10.2 percent in 1976 compared fto 1975.
Emploryment declined by 76.6 percent in.
the first four months of 1977 compared
to the same period in 1976. The plant was
shut down and 2ll production employees
were lald off between February 10, 1977,
and April 9, 1977,

All galaried workers of Kalso Systemet,
Inc., werelaid off in Jonuary, 1877,

SarLes on PrRODUCTION, OR BOTEH,
HAVE DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Sales of casunl footwear by the Earth
Shoee Corporation in value on a fiscal
year basis (September 1-August 31) de-
clined in 1976 by 2.7 percent compared to
the like period in fiscal year 1975. Sales
declined in the first half of fiscal year
1977 by 44.6 percent compared to the first
half of fiscal year 1876.

Production of casual footwear by the
Earth Shoe Corporation declined in
quantity by 244 percent in 1976 com-
pared to 1975. Production declined by
75.3 percent in the first four months of
1977 compared to the same pericd In
1876.

INCREASED ItPORTS

Imports of men’s, youths’ and boys®
dress and casual footwear inereased from
65.5 million pairs in 1972 to 68.2 million
pairs in 1973. Imports declined to 52.1
million pairs in 1974 and then increased
to 58.9 million pairs in 1975. Imports in-
creased by 33.1 percent in 1976 fo 734
million pairs compared to the 58.9 mil-
lion palrs imported in 1975.

Tae ratio of imports to domestic pro-
duction was recorded at 57.2 parcent in
1972 and increased to 612 percent in
1973. The ratio fell to 517 percent In
1974, increased to 61.1 percent in 1975
and increased to 76.6 percent in 1976.

Imoports of women’s and mizses’ non- -
rubber footwear, except athletic in-
creased from 204.2 million pairs in 1972
1o 218.4 million peirs in 1973. Imports in
1974 were recorded at 187.6 million pairs
and Increcsed to 190.7 million pzirs in
1975. Imports Increased by 2.5 percent in
1876 to 195.5 milllon pairs compared to
the 190.7 milllon pairs imported in 1975.

The rato of imports to domestiz pro-
duction was recorded at 93.5 percent in
1972 and increased to 111.0 parcent in
1873. The ratio fell to 102.6 percent in
1874, increased to 1141 percent in 1575
and deeclined fo 106.3 percent In 1976.

CORTRIEUTED

Earth Shees were marketed through
company-owned and privately owned
franchize stores. These stores sold only
domestica. . made original “Earth™
shoes prior to 1976. Beginning in 1976,
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retail stores that had exclusively mar-
keted only “Earth” shoes decreased their
volume of purchases from Earth Shoe,
Inc., and began selling imported casual
footwear. Imported casual footwear sold
in these stores generally were lower-
priced than the Earth shoe.

The popularity of the Earth shoes gen~

erated numerous imitations of the orig- -

inal design made by Earth Shoes, Inc.
Many of these imitations were produced
abroad and sold in the U.S. for prices
substantially below that of the Earth
Shoe, Inc., produced shoe.

’ CONCLUSION

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that increases of imports of articles like
or directly competitive with casual foot-
wear produced at the Middleboro, Massa~
chusetts, plant of Earth Shoe Corpora-
tion contributed importantly to the total
or partial separation of the workers of
that plant, including the warehouse in
Summerset, Massachusetts, and the par-
ent corporation, Kalso Systemet, Inc.,
New York, N.Y. In accordance with the
provisions of the Act, I make the follow-
ing certification:

All workers at the Middleboro, Massachu-
setts, plant and the Summerset, Massachu-
setts, warehouse of Earth Shoe Corporation
and the New York, N.¥., offices of Kalso Sys-
temet, Inc., who became totally or partially
separated from employment on or after April
24, 1976, are eligible to apply for adjustment
assistance under Title II, Chapter 2 of the
Trade Act of 1974.

| signed at Washington, D. c this 29th
day of June 1977.

JaMEes F, TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration, and Planning.

[FR Doc.77-19952 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

! [TA-W-1720]
GOODIMADE MANUFACTURING CO.- -

Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply
l for Worker Adjustment Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of the

Trade Act of 1974 the Department of-

Lagbor herein presents the results of TA~
W-1720: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on Feb-~
ruary 28, 1977, in response to a worker
petition received on that date which was
filed by the International Ladies Gar-
ment Workers Union on behalf of work-
ers and former workers - producing
womens and girl’s sportswear at the
Goodimade Manufacturing Company,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

The notice of investigation was pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on March
15, 1917 (42 FR 14185) . No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the deter-
mination was made was obtained princi-
pally from officlals of the Goodimade
Manufacturing Company, its customers,

‘the U.S. Department of Commerce, the

v
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U.S. International Trade Commission, in-
dustry analysts, and Department files,

In order to make an affirmative deter-
mination and issue a certification of eli-
gibility to apply for adjustment asslst-
ance, each of the group eligibility re-
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or propor-
tion of the workers in such workers’ firm or
an appropriate subdivision of the firm have
become totally or partially separated;

(2) That sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreased ab-
solutely;

(8) That articles like or directly competi-
tive with those produced by the firm or sub-
division are being imported in increased
quantities, either actual or relative to do-
mestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have con~
tributed Importantly to the separations or
threat thereof; and to the decrease in sales
or production. The term “contributed im-
portantly” means a cause which is important
but not necessarily more important than any
other cause.

The investigation has revealed that all
four of the above criteria have been met.

SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

Employment at the Goodimade Manu~
facturing Company declined 3 percent in
1975 compared to 1974 and increased 2
percent In 1976 compared to 1975. Em-
ployment-declined 13 percent in the first
quarter of 1977 compared to the first
quarter of 1976.

SALES OR PRODUCTION, OR BOTH, HAVE
DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Total sales by the Goodimade Manu-
facturing Company declined in value by
10 percent in 1975 compared to 1974 and
declined 3 percent in 1976 compared to
1975. During' the first quarter of 1977
total sales declined 1 percent compared
to the first quarter of 1976.

Total production by the Goodimade
Manufacturing "Company declined in
quantity by 18 percent in 1975 compared
to 1974 and 17 percent in 1976 compared
to 1975. .

INCREASED IMPORTS

Imports ‘of women's, misses’ and chil-
dren’s blouses and shirts increased rela~-
tive to domestic production and con-
sumption from 56 percent and 35.9 per-
cent, respectively, in 1974 to 70.4 percent
and 41.3 percent, respectively, in 1975.
In 1976 imports as a percentage of pro-
duction and consumption increased to
16 percent and 43.2 percent, respectively.
Imports of women’s, misses’ and chil-
dren’s blouses and shirts increased from
20.5 thousand dozen in 1974 to 26.1 thou-
sand dozen in 1975 and 30.3 thousand
dozen in 1976. Imports decreased from
9.7 thousand dozen in the first quarter
of 1976 to 8.3 thousand dozen in the first
quarter of 1977,

Imports of women’s, misses and chil-
dren’s slacks and shorts increased rela-
tive to domestic production and con-
sumption from 30.3 percent and 232
percent respectively in 1974 to 33 per-
cent and 24.8 percent, respectively, in
1975. In 1976 imports as a percentage of

production and consumption increased
to 39 percent and 28 percent, respec-
tively. Imports of women's, misses’ and
children’s slacks and shorts increased
from 8.9 thousand dozen in 1974 to 10
thousand dozen in 1975 and 11 thousand
dozen in 1976. Imports decreased from 3.6
thousand dozen in the first quarter of
1976 to 3.4 thousand dozen in the first
quarter of 1977.

CONTRIBUTED IMPORTANTLY

Customers of Goodimade Manufactur-
ing Company indicated that they in-
creased purchases of imports and de~
reased purchases from Goodimade,

CONCLUSION

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that increases of imports like or directly -
competitive with women’s and girl’s
sportswear produced by the Goodimade
Manufacturing Company, Philadelphin,
Pennsylvania, contributed importantly
to the total or partial separation of the
workers of that firm, In accordance with
the provisions of the Trade Act of 1974,
I make the following certification:

All workers of the Goodimade Manufac«
turing Company, Philadelphia, Ponnsylvanis,
who became totally or partially soparated
from employment on or after Fobruary,24,
1976, are eligible to apply for adjustment
assistance under Title II, Chapler 2 of the
‘Trade Act of 1974,

Signed at Washington, D.C,, this 29th
day of June 1977,

N JaMEes F, TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration, and Planning.

[FR Doc.77-19953 Fited 7-11~77;0:46 am)

[TA-W-1952]

HAWAIIAN SUGAR PLANTERS
- ASSOCIATION

Negative Determination Regarding Eligl«
bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-
W-1952: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The Investigation was initiated on
April 4, 1977, in response to a worker pe-
tition received on April 4, 1977, which wag
filed on behalf of workers and former
workers engaged in research and admin-
istrative operations for Hawail’s sugar
industry at the Hawailan Sugar Planters
Association, Lihue, Hawall.

“The Notice of Investigation was pub-
lished in the FeperaL REGISTER on April
15, 1977 (42 FR 19938) . No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the deter=
mination was made was obtained princi-~

“pally from officials of the Hawailan Sugar

Planters Association, C. Brewer and
Company, Ltd,, the U.S. Department of

Commerce, the U.8. International Trade
Commisston, the U.S. Department of
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Agriculture, the State of Hawaii Depart-
ment of Agriculture, industry analysts,
and Department files.

In order to make an affirmative deter-

mination and issue a certification of eli-"

gibility to apply for adjustment assist-
ance, each of the group eligibility re-
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or propor-
tion of the workers in the workers' firm, or an
appropriate subdivision thereof, have become
totally or partially separated, or are threat-
ened to become totally or parially separated;

{2) That sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreased ab-
solutely;

(8) That articles like or directly competi-
tive with those produced by the firm or sub-
‘division are being imported in increased
quantities, €ither actual or relative to do-
mestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have con-
tributed importantly to the separations, or
threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales
or production. The term “contributed im-
portantly” means a cause which is important
‘but not necessarily more important that any
other cause.

If any of the above criteria is not satis-
fied, a negative determination must be
made. -

The Hawailan Sugar Planters Associa-
tion, founded in 1895, is a non-profit
agriculiural organization which: provides
research-and administrative services to
the Hawaiian sugar industry. The HSPA
is funded and directed by the five major
sugar companies of Hawaii. Each com-
pany is assessed for HSPA operations on
a prorated basis according to company
production and the price of sugar.

The HSPA operates a central experi-
ment station in Aiea, Hawaii; four sub-
stations in Waipahu, Hilo, Lihue, and
Kailua; and an office in Washington,
D.C.,, which represents the Hawaiian
sugar indastry in government relation-
ships, in contacts with the mainland do-
mestic sugar industry, and acts as a gen-
eral representative of the sugar industry.

The Hawalian Sugar Planters Associa-
tion does not produce an article within
the meaning of Section 222(3) of the Act
and this Department has already deter-
mined that the performance of services
are not covered by the adjustment assist-
ance program. See Notice of Determina-
tion in Pan American World Airways,
Incorporated (TA-W-153, 40 FR 54639).
. 'The BSPA performs g service, providing
research and administrative operations
- for Hawalii’s sugar industry.

Because the HSPA is funded by all
Hawaiian sugar companies, it is not a
subdivision of any one firm. Under 29
CFR § 90.2, the term “appropriate sub-
division” does not include an association
'such as the HSPA which performs serv-
ices for a number of firms.

CONCLUSIOR

After careful review of-the issues, I
have determined that services of the kind
provided by the Hawaiian Sugar Planters
Association are not “articles’ within the
meaning of Section 222(3) of the Trade
Act-of 1974. The petition for trade ad-
Justment assistance is, therefore, denfed.

NOTICES

Slgned at Washington, D.C., this 27th
day of June 19717.
Jarmes F. Tavion,
Director, Ofiice of 2fanagement,
. Administration, and Planning.
[FR Doc.77-19954 Flled 7-11-T7;8:45 am)

[ TA-V7-1050]

HAWAIIAN SUGAR PLANTERS
ASSOCIATION

. Negative Determination Regarding Eligi-

bility To Apply for Worlier Adlustment
Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-
W-1950: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was Initlated on
April 4, 1971, in response to a worker pg-
tition received on April 4, 1977, which was
filed on behalf of workers and former
workers engaged in research and admin-
istrative operations for Hawail's sugar
industry at the Hawalian Sugar Planters
Association, Waipahu, Hawalil.

The Notice of Investication was pub-
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER on April
15, 1977 (42 FR 19938) . No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the deter-
mination was made was obtained princi-
pally from officials of the Hawalian Sugar
Planters Association, C. Brewer and
Company, Ltd,, the U.S. Department of
Commerce, the U.S. International Trade
Commission, the U.s. Department of
Agriculture, the State of Hawall Depart-
ment of Agriculture, industry analysts,
.and Department files,

In order to make an afiirmative deter-
mination and issue a certification of eli-
gibility to apply for adjustment ossist-
ance, each of the group eligibility re-
guirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or propor-
tion of the workers In the workers' firm, or
an appropriate subdivision thereof, have be-
come totally or partinlly ceparated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially
separated;

(2) That sales or productlon, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreaced
absolutely;

(3) That artlcles lika or directly competl-
tive with these produced by the firm or
subdivision are being imported {n increaced
quantities, either actual or relative to do-
mestic production; and

(4) That such Increased imports have
contributed importantly to tho ceparations,
or threat thereof, and to tho decreasoe in
sales or production. Tho term “contributed
importantly” means a cauce which {5 Impor-
tant but mot mececsarlly meore important
than any other cauce.

If any of the above criterin Is not
satisfied, a negative determination must
be made.

The Hawallan Sugar Planters Asso-
clation, founded in 1895, is a non-profit
agricultural organization which pro-
vides research and administrative serv-
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ices to the Hawaiian sugar industry. The
HSPA I5 funded and directed by the five
major sugar companies of Hawali. Each
company is assessed for HSPA opsra-.
tions on o prorated basis according to
company production and the price of
sugar.

The HSPA operates a central experi-
ment station in Alea, Havwaii; four sub-
stations in Waipahu, Hilo, Lihue, and
KEailua; and an office in Washington,
D.C., which represents the Hawaiian
suzar industry in government relation-
chips, in contacts with the mainland do-
mestic sugar industry, and acts as a gén-
eral representative of the sugar industry.

The Hawaffan Sugar Planfers Asso-
clation does not produce an article
within the meaning of Section 222(3) of
the Act and this Department has al-
ready determined that the performance
of services are not covered by the ad-
Justment assistance program. See Notice
of Defermfination in Pan American
VWorld Airways, Incorporated (TA-W-
153, 40 FR 54639). The HSPA performs
a service, providing research and ad-
ministrative operations for Hawaii's
supar industry.

Because the HSPA is funded by all
Hawallan sugar companiss, it is not a
subdivision of any one firm. Under 29
CEFR £§90.2, the term “appropriate sub-
division” does not include an association
such as the HSPA which performs s
ices for o numbher of fivms.

CONCLUSION

After careful review of the issues, I
have determined thaf services of the
kind provided by the Hawaillan Sugar
Plonters Association are not “articles”
within the meaning of Section 222(3) of
the Trade Act of 1974, The petition for
trade adiustment assistance is, there-
fore, denfed.

Signed at Washington D.C., this 27th
day of June 1977.

Jaxues P Tayror,
Director, Ofiice of Management,
Administration, and Planning.

|FR Doc.T7-18355 Filed 7-11-T7;8:45 am]

[TA-V-1723}

HAWAIIAN SUGAR PLANTERS
ASSOCIATION

Negative Determination Regarding Eligi-
bmty To App!y for Viorker Adjustment

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor hereln presents the results of TA-
W-1723: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on
March 3, 1977, In response to a worker
petition received on March 1, 1977, which
was filed on behalf of workers and former
workers engaged in research and admin-
istrative  operations for Hawall’s sugar
industry at the Hawaiian Sugar Planters
Assoclation, Alea, Hawall. During the

. FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 133—TUESDAY, JULY 12, 1977



35914

course of the investigation the petition
was expended fto cover a substation at
Kailue, Hawaii and the Washington,
D.C,, office.

The Notice of Investigation was pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on April
15, 1977 (42 FR 14185) . No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termination was made was ohtained
principally from officials of the Hawaiian
Sugar Planters Association, C. Brewer
and Company, Ltd., the U.S. Department
of Commerce, the U.S. International
Trade Commission, the U.S. Department
of Agriculture, the State of Hawaii De-
partment .of Agriculture, industry ana-
lysts, and Department files.

(1) That a significant number or propor-
tion of the worker§ in the workers’ firm, or
an appropriate subdivision thereof, have be-
come totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially
scparated;

(2) That sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreased ab-
solutely;

(3) That articles like or directly competi-
tlve with those produced by the firm or sub-
division are being imported in increased
quantities, either actual or relative to do-
mestic production; and

(4) That such increased imports have con-
tributed importantly to the separations, or
threat thereof, and to the decrease in- sales
or production, The term “contributed im-
portantly” means a cause which is important
but not necessarily more important than any
other cause. . i

If any of the above criteria is not sat-
isfied, a negative determination must be
made.

The Hawaiian Sugar Planters Asso-
clation, founded in 1895, is 2 non-profit
agricultural organization which provides
research and administrative services to
the Hawailan sugar industry. The HSPA
i1s funded and directed by the five major
sugar companies of Hawaii. Each com-
pany is assessed for HSPA operations on
a prorated basis according to company
production and the price of sugar.

The HSPA operates a central experi-
ment station in Aiea, Hawaii; four sub-
stations in Waipahu, Hilo, Lihue, and
Kallua; and an office in Washington,
D.C., which represents the Hawaiian
sugar Industry in government relation-
ships, in contracts with the mainland
domestic sugar industry, and acts as a
general representative of the sugar
industry.

The Hawaiian Sugar Planters Associa-
tion does not produce an article within
the meaning of Section 222(3) of the Act
and this Department has already deter-
mined that the performance of services
are not covered by the adjustment
assistance pregram. See Notice of Deter-
mination in Pan American World Air-
ways, Incorporated (TA-W-153, 40 FR
54639). The HSPA performs a service,
providing research and administrative
operations for Hawail’s sugar industry.

Because the HSPA is funded by all
Hawaiian sugar companies, it is not a
subdivision of any one firm. Under 29
OFR §90.2, the term “appropriate sub-
division” does not include an association

NOTICES

such as the HSPA which performs

> =

ices for a number of firms.
CONCLUSION

After careful review of the issues, I
have determined that services of the kind
provided by the Hawaiian Sugar Planters
Asscciation are not “articles” within the
meaning of Section 222(3) of the Trade
Act of 1974. The petition for trade ad-
justment assistance is, therefore, denied.

Signed at Washington, D.C,, this 27th
day of June 1977. N

JAMES F. TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration, and Planning.

[FR Doc.77-19956 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am|]

serv-

[TA-W-1951]

HAWAIIAN SUGAR PLANTERS
ASSOCIATION

Negative Determination Regarding Eligi-
bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of TA-
W-1951: investigation regarding certifi-
cation of eligibility to apply for worker
adjustment assistance as prescribed in
Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on
April 4, 1977, in response to a worker
petition received on April 4, 1977, which
was filed on behalf of workers and
former workers engaged in research and
administrative operations for Hawail’s
sugar industry at the Hawaiian Sugar
Planters Associstion, Hilo, Hawaii.

The Notice of Investigation was pub-
lished in the FepERAL RECGISTER on April
15, 1977 (42 FR 19938). No public hear-
ing was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the
determination was made was obtained
principally from officials of the Hawalian
Sugar Planters Association, C. Brewer
and Company, Ltd., the U.S. Department
of Commerce, the U.S. International
Trade Commission, the U.S. Department
of Agriculture, the State of Hawail
Department of Agriculture, industry
‘analysts, and Department files.

In order to make an affirmative

-determination and issue a certification

. of eligibility to apply for adjustment

assistance, each of the group eligibility
requirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a slgnificant number or pro-
portion of the workers in the workers’ irm,
or an appropriate subdivision thercof; have
become totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially
separated; )

(2) That sales or production, or -both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreased
absolutely;

(3) That articles like or directly compett-
tive with those produced by the firm or sub-
division are being imported in increased
quantities; either actual or relative to do-
mestic production; and -

{4) That such increased imports have con-
tributed importantly to the separations, or
threat thereof, and to the decrease in sales

or production. The term “contributed ime
portantly” means & cause which s impor=
tant but not necessarily more important
than any other cause.

If-any of the above criterin is not
satisfled, & negative determination must
be made.

_The Hawaiian Sugar Planters Asso-
ciation, founded in 1895, is a non-profit
agricultural organization which provides
research and administrative services to
the Hawaiian sugar industry. The HSPA

‘is funded and directed by the five major

sugar companies of Hawail. Each com-
pany is assessed for HSPA operations on
a prorated basis according to company
production and the price of sugar.

The HSPA operates a central experi~
ment station in Aiea, Hawail; four stib=
stations in Waipahu, Hilo, Lihue, and
Kailua; and an office in Washington,
D.C., which represents the Hawailan
sugar industry in government relation«
ships, in contacts with the mainland
domestic sugar industry, and acts as a
general representative of the sugar
industry. -

The Hawalian Sugar Planters Asso-
ciation does not produce an article with-
in the meaning of Section 222(3) of the
Act and this Department has already
determined that the performance of
services are not covered by the adjust-
ment assistance program. See Notice of
Determination in Pan American World
Airways, Incorporated (TA-W-153, 40
FR 54639). The HSPA performs s serv-
ice, providing research and administra-
tive operations for Hawsail’'s sugar
industry.

Because the HSPA is funded by all
Hawaiian sugar companies, it is not a
subdivision of any one firm., Under 29
CFR §90.2, the term “appropriate sub-
division” does not include an association
such as the HSPA which performs serv-
ices for a number of firms.

CONCLUSION

After careful review of the issues, I
have determined that services of the
kind provided by the Hawsallan Sugar
Planters Association are not “articles”
within the meaning of Section 222(3)
of the Trade Act of 1974. The petition
for trade adjustment assistance 1s,
therefore, denied.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 27th
day of June 1977.*

James F. TavLor,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration, and Planning.

[FR Doe.77-19957 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am])

[TA-W-1644]
LLOYD GUILLOT CO.

Negative Determination Regarding Eligi.
bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance

* In accordance with Section 223 of the
Trade Act of 1974 the Department of
Labor herein presents the results of
TA~-W-1644: Investigation xegarding
certification of eligibility to apply for ad-
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justment assistance as prescribed in Sec-
tion 222 of the Act. .

The investigation was Initiated on
February 14, 1977, in response {0 a
worker petition received on February 10,

. 1977, which was filed by workers and for-
mer workers engaged in shrimp fishing

- at the ILloyd Guillot Company, Port Isa-
bel, Texas. - ‘

The notice of investigation was pub-
lished in the FEpErRAL REGISTER on March
8, 1977 (42 FR 13089) . No public hearing
was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termination was made was obiained
principally from officials of the Lloyd
Guillot Company, its customers, the U.S.
Department of Commerce, the U.S. In-
ternational Trade Commission, industry
analysts, and Department files.

In order to make an affirmative deter-
mination and issue a certification of
eligibility to apply for adjustment assist-
ance, each of the group eligibility re-
quirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That a significant number or propor-
tion of the workers in the workers' firm, or
an appropriate subdivision thereof, have be-

. come totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially
separated;

(2) That sales or production, or both, of
such firm or subdivision have decreased ab-
solutely;

(3) That articles like or directly compet!-
tive with those produced by the firm or sub-
division are jbeing imported In Increased
quantities, either actual or relative to do-
mestic production; and
g (4) That such increased imports have con-

tributed importantly to the separations, or
threat thereof, and to the decrease In sales
or production.-The term “contributed im-
portantly” means a cause which is important
‘but not necessarily more important than any
other cause. -

Evidence developed in the Depart-
ment’s investigation revealed that cri-
ter%a 1), (2), and (4) have not been
met.

. SIGNIFICANT TOTAL OR PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS

Employment data in the shrimp fish-
ing industry have been expressed in
terms of number of fishing trips or land-
ings and gross crew earnings since
trawler compliments usually remain con-
stant with a minimum of three crewmen
per trawler due to insurance require-
ments. Gross crew earnings are deter-
mined as a percentage of the sales value
of the catch.

The number of trips increased 5.2 per=
cent from 1974 to 1975 and decreased
10 percent from 1975 to 1976. Gross crew
earnings increased %0.8 percent from
1974 to 1975 and increased 4.3 percent

from.1975 to 1976.

SALES OrR PRODUCTIGN, OR BOTE,
Have DECREASED ABSOLUTELY

Sales of shrimp, in terms of quantity,
increased 14.3 percent in 1975 compared
to 1974 and decreased 10.1 percent in
1976 compared to 1975. However, sales,
in terms of value, increased 47.8 percent
in 1975 compared to 1974 and increased

~
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314 percent in 1976 compared to 1975
due to sharp increases in the price of
fresh shrimp.

INCREASED InIPORTS

Imports of shrimp decreased 9.3 per-
cent from 1972 to 1973, increased 15.9
percent from 1973 to 1974, decreased 13.6
percent from 1974 to 1975 and increased
17.2 percent from 1975 to 1976. The ratio
of imports to domestic production in-
creased from 111.4 percent in 1975 to
116.8 percent in 1876.

CONTRIBUTED INIPORTANTLY

The decline in the quantity of shrimp
caught by ILloyd Guillot was due to
several factors including adverse weather
conditions occurring during the height
of the shrimp season in November and
December 1976 which kept the trawler in
port, the lack of shrimp available in the
usual fishing grounds, and hecauce the
200 mile fishing restriction imposed by
the DMexican government prevented
domestic shrimpers from fishing off the
Mexican coastal waters. Lloyd Guillot’s
only customer buys all the shrimp that
Lloyd Guillot is able to supply. This
customer purchases imported shrimp
when Lloyd Guillot and other domestic
suppliers are unable to supply all the
quantity and types of shrimp to meet the
customer’s requirements,

ConcLusIoNn

After careful review of the facts
obtained in the investigation, I conclude
that imports of articles like or directly
competitive with the shrimp produced
by Lloyd Guillot, Port Isabel, Texas,
have not contributed importantly to the
total or partial separations of workers
of that firm as required for certification
under Section 222 of the Trade Act of
1974..

Signed at Washington, D.C,, this 28th
doy of June 1977.
Janes F, TAYLOR,
Director, Ofiice of ilanagement,
Administration, and Planning,

|FR Dac.77-19958 Filed 7-11~7T;8:45 am]

[TA-W-1655}
LUCHADOR, INC.
Negative Determination Regarding Eligl-

bility To Apply for Worker Adjustment
Assistance

In accordance with Section 223 of
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department
of Lahor herein presents the results of
TA-W-1655: Investigation regarding
certification of eligibility to apply for
worker adjustment assistance o5 pre-
seribed in Section 222 of the Act.

The investigation was initiated on
February 16, 1977, in response to a
worker petition received on February 10,
1977, which was filed on behalf of work-
ers and former workers who are engaged
in shrimp fishing at Luchador, Incor-
porated, Port Isabel, Texas.

The notice of investigation was pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER on March
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8, 1977 (42 FR 13023). No public hear-~
Ing was requested and none was held.

The information upon which the de-
termipnation was made was obtained
principally from officials of Luchador,
Inc., its customers, the U.S. Department
of Commerce, the U.S. Infernational
Trade Commission, industry analysts, -
and Department files.

In order to make an affirmafive de-
termination and issue a certification of
eligibility to apply for adjustment as-
sistance, each of the group elizibility
requirements of Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974 must be met:

(1) That 2 cignificant number or pro-
partion of the worizers in such workers® firm
or sn appropriate subdivizion of the firm
have become totally or partially separated,
or are threatened to become totally or
partially scparated;

(2) That sales or production, or both,
of such firm or subdivizion bave decreased
abzolutely; cnd ’

(3) That artlcles like or directly com-
petitive with thoce preduced by the firm
or subdivislon are belnz imported in in-
croaced quantities, elther cetual or relative
to domestic production; and

(4) That such Increased Imports have
contributed importantly to thz szparations,
or threat thereof, and to the dacrease in
cales or production. The term “contributed
importantly” means a caucte which is im-
portant but not neccssarily more important
than any cthcr couse.

The investigation has revealed that
although criteria (15, (2), and (2) have
been met, criterion (4» has not been met.

SIGIIFICANT TOTAL OF PARTIAL
SEPARATIONS -

The number of workers per ship has
remained constant over the 1974-1976
period as insurance regulations require
a2 minimum trew to meet safety stand-
ards. Employment records in the shrimp
fishing industry are not maintained ac-
cording to number of hours worked.
Therefore employment data are hased
on the number of shrimp fishins trips
and gross crew earnings.

The number ¢f shrimp fishing frips
taken by the M/V Luchedor, the only
boat owned by Luchador, Inc., increased
3.7 percent in 1976 compared fo 1575.
Gross crew earnings on the M/
Luchador declined 2.3 percent in 1978
compared to 1975.

SALES on PrODUCTION, OR Eorr, Have
DECREASED AESOLUTELY

The amount of shrimp caug
M/V Luchador declinedplsz ﬁ?czif;thig
1076 compared to 1975. Sales in terms of
value declined 5.2 percent in 1976 com-
pared fa 18975,

Iricreasep Inroris

Imports of shrimp in quantity declined
9.3 percent in 1973 compared to 1972 and
then increazed 15.9 percent in 1974 com-
pared to 1973. Imports declined 13.6 per-
cent in 1975 compared to 1974 and then
increased 17.2 percent in 1976 compared
to 1975. The ratio of imports to domestic
production increased from 111.4 percent
in 1975 to 116.8 percent in 1976.
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’ CONTRIBUTED IMPORTANTLY

The decline in the quantity of shrimp
caught by Luchador in 1976 was due to
several factors including adverse weather
conditions cccurring during the height
of the shrimp season in November and
December which kept the trawlers in
port, the lack of shrimp available in the
known fishing grounds, and the 200 mile
fishing zone imposed b ythe Mexican
government which prevented domestic
shrimpers from fishing ‘'in Mexican
coastal waters. .

Luchador’s only customer buys all the
shrimp that Luchador is able to supply.
customer purchases imported
shrimp when Luchador and other domes-
tic suppliers are unable to meet its re-
quirements. "

CoNCLUSION

After careful review of the facts ob-
tained in the investigation, I conclude
that imports of articles like or directly
competitive with shrimp produced by
Tuchador, Incroporated, Port Isabel,
Texas, have not contributed importantly
to the total or partial separations of
workers of that firm, or to the decline in
sales or production, as required for cer-
tification under Section 222 of the Trade
Act of 1974, :

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 27th
day of June 1977. .

JaMEs F. TAYLOR,
Director, Office of Management,
Administration. and Planning.

{FR Doc.77-19959 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

MARINE MANMAL COMMISSION

MARINE MAMMAL _COMMISSION AND
COMMITTEE ON SCIENTIFIC ADVISORS
ON MARINE MAMMALS

Meetings

Pursuant to the notice published in the
FepERAL REGISTER on May 26, 1977, fur-
ther notice is hereby given that the
Marine Mammal Commission and the
Committee of Scientific Advisors on
Marine Mammals will meet on July 28,
29, and 30, 1977, at the University Towers.
Hotel, Seattle, Washington.

The Commission and Committee will
meet together in public session from
11:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. on July 28, and
from 9:00 s.m. to 6:00 pam. on July 29,
to discuss and consider the status of
activities and problems affecting marine
mammals, including matters relating to:

(1) Federally-funded msrine mammal re-
gearch activities and long-range plans;

(2) The marine mammal permit applica~
tion system;

(3) The taking of porpoises incidental to
commercial yellowfin tuns fshing;

(4) Marine memmal harassment;

(8) Results of the June 1977 meeting of
the International Whaling Commission; and

(6) Such other matters as may appropri~
ately come before the meeting.

These sessions will be ’open to the
public, and seating will be available to
accomumodsate those who are iInterested.

The remainder of the meeting will
consist of executive sessions of the Com-

FEDERAL
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mission and Committee. These sessions
will be devoted to the exchange of opin-
jons and deliberations concerning infer-
nal personnel rules and practices, bud-~
get, interagency liaison, proposed agency
policies and actions, and the.evaluation
of proposals to conduct research related
to marine mammal protection-and con-
servation. Participants will be candidly
discussing and appraising the profes-
sional qualifications and competence of
the proposers, their potential contribu-
tion to the research program, and infor-
mation given to the Commission and
Committee in confidence. -

Execufive sessions will be held as
follows:
July 28, from 9:00 a.m. to 11:00 am.; and

July 30, from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

These sessions are concerned with

- matters listed in 5 U.S.C. Sec. 552b(c)

(2, 3), (4, (6), and (9 (B), and there-
fore will not be open to the public.

JoEN R. Tyvzss.
Ezxecutive Director,
Marine Mammal Commission.

_JULY 6, 1977.
[FR Doc.77-19888 Filed 7-11-77;8:45 am]

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice (77-46)]

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT

Public Notice Regarding Availability
’,

Notice is hereby given of the public
availability of the “Final Environmental
Impact Statement, modification of
40 x 80-foot Subsonic Wind Tunnel,
Amendment No. 1, Ames Research Cen-
ter, Moffett Field, California.

Comments on the draft Environmental
Impact Statement were previously solic-
ited from state and local agencies and
members of the public through a notice
ir; %é‘xe FepeERAL REGISTER of November 10,

Copies of the draft and final statement
have been Rurnished to the council on
Environmental Quality, the Depart-

- ments of Health, Education, and Wel-

fare, Housing and Urban Development,
Interior, Navy, and Transportation, the
Environmental Protection Agency, the
Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-
tion, and to appropriate state and local
agencies,

Copies of the final statement may be
obtained or examined at any of the fol-
lowing locations:

(a) National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
minjstration, Public Documents Room
(Room. 126), 600 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20646

(b} Ames Research Center, NASA (Build-
ing 201, Room 17), Moffett Field, CA 94035

(¢} Hugh I. Dryden. Flight Research Cen-
ter, NABA (Bullding 4800, Room 1017), F.O.
Box 2173, Edwards, CA 93523

(d) Goddard Space Flight Center, NASA
(Building 8, Room 160), Greenbelf, MD
20771 N
(e} Johunson Space Center, NASA (Bufild-
ing 1, Reom 1386), Houston, TX 77058

-

-
.

(f) John F. Ecnnedy Spoce Center, NASA
(Headquarters Bullding, Room 1207}, Keéne
nedy Space Center, FlL: 32899

(g} Langley Hesearch Conter, NASA
(Building 1219, Room 304), Hampton, VA
23365

(h} Lewls Reccdreh Center, NASA (Admin-
istration Bullding, Room 120), 21000 Brool=
park Road, Cleveland, OH 44135

(1) George C. Marshall Space Flight Center,
NASA (Building 4200, Room G-11), Hunt:e
ville, AL 35812

(§) Natifonal Space Technology Laborus

-torfes, NASA (Building 1100, Room A-713),
Bay St. Loufs, MS 39520

(k) Jet Propulsion Laboratory, (Building
180, Room 600) 4800 Oak Grove Prive, Pasg«
dena, CA 91103

(1) Wallops Flight Center, NASA (Library
B;n:lgmg. Room E-105), Wallops Island, VA
233

Done at Washington, DC, this 5th day
of July 1977.
By the direction of the Administrator.

Duwarp L. Crow,
Assoctate Deputy Administrator,
Nationel Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

{FR Doc.77-19686 Filed 7-11-77; 8:45 am]

[Wotice (77-4T)]
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT

Public Notice Regarding Availability

- Notice is hereby given of the public
availability of the final Environmental
Impact Statement for the National
Aeronautics and Spate Administration

" {NASA) Ames Research Center, Moffett
Field, California.

Comments on the draft Environmental
Impact Statement were previously so-
licited from state and local sgencies and
members of the public through a notice
in the Feprrar Recistor of July 16, 1976,

Coples of the draft and final state-
_ment have been furnished to the Coun~
cil on Environmentol Quality, the De~
partments of Health, Education, and -
Welfare, Housing and Urban Devclop-
ment, Interior, Novy, and Transporta-
tion, the Environmental Protection
Agency, the Advisory Council on Historie
Preservation, and to approprinte state
and local agencles.

Copies of the finel statement moy be
obtained or examined at any of the fol«
lowing locations:

(a) Nationsl Aerongsutics and Space Ade
minisfration, Public Documents FHoom
(Room 128}, 600 Independence Avenue, 8W,,
Washington, DC 20546,

° (b) Ames Research Center, NASA (Bulld«
ing 201, Room 17), Moffet Field, CA 04035,

{¢) Hugh L. Dryden Flight Resecrch Cen=
ter, NASA (Buillding 4£00, Room 1017}, P.O.
Box 273, Edwards, CA 93523, .

(d) Goddard Space Flight Contor, NASA
{Bullding 8, Room 160), Greenbelt, MD
20771, ‘

{c) Johnson Space Centor, NASA (Bulld-
ing 1, Room 138), Houston, TX T7008.

(£} John F. Eennedy Space Conter, NASA
(Headquarters Bullding, Room 1207), Ken~
nedy Space Center, FL 32899,

(g) Langley Research Conter, NASA
(?gnc{ing 1219, Room 380%), Hampton, VA
23363.

-
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(h) Lewis Research Center, NASA (Ad-
ministration Building, Room 120), 21000
Brookpark Road, Cleveland, OH 44135.

() George C. Marshall Space Flight Cen-
ter, NASA (Building 4200, Room G-11),
Huntsville, AT, 35812,

(j) National Space Technology Labora-
“tories, NASA (Building 1100, Room A~313),
Bay St. Louis, MS 39520.

(k) Jet Propulsion Laboratory, (Bullding
180, Room 600) 4800 Oak Grove Drive, Pasa-
dena, CA 91103.

(1) Wallops Flight Center, NASA (Library
“Building, Room E-105), Wallops Island, VA
23337.

Done at Washington, D.C,, this 5th day*

of July 1977.
By the direction of the Administrator.

DuwarDp L. CrROW,
Assoczate Deputy Administrator,
‘National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

[FR Doc.77-19887 Filed T-11-77;8:45 am]

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
THE. EDUCATION OF DISADVAN-
_TAGED CHILDREN

COMMITTEE STRUCTURE

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
P.I. 92-463, that the Committee Struc-
ture of the National Advisory Council on
the Education of Disadvantaged Chil~
dren for FY 1978 shall be as follows:

COMMITTEE ON SUCCESSFUL PROGRANIS/
PARENT INVOLVEMENT

The Committee will develop proce-
dures for reviewing criteria and identi-
fying effective compensatory education
programs; and, to assess the effective
parental partlcxpa,tmn in local ESEA

Title I programs.

Members

Mrs. Carol Schwartz, Chairman

Mrs. Sarah Greene

Mrs. Rosella Lipson

Dr. George Willeford

Mr. Marvin Pomerantz

Dr. John Calhoun

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN EDUCATION/
MiGRANT EDUCATION

The Committee will review and com-
‘ment on the administrafive structure of
Drograms impacting on education of In-
dian children and review ESEA, Title I
Migrant programs.

Nembers:
Dr. Ben Reifel, Chairman
Dr, Wilbur Lewis
Mrs. Mary.Anne Clugston
Mrs. Dorothy Fleegler
Mrs. Barbara Kilberg
State Senator John Leopold

Ap HoG COMMTITEE (BARRERA)

The Committee is to monitor develop-
ments and Council activities related to
the Missouri Title X nonpublic school by-
DAass.

Members:
Dr. Wilbur Lewis Chairman
Mrs. Sarah Greene

Mr, J. Alan Davitt
Mrs. Barbara Kilberg

NOTICES

MARDATED STUDIES COMMITIEE

The Committee is to monitor and ad-
vise the NIE natlonal evaluation of com-
pensatory education as required by P.I.
93-380.

Members:

MMrs, Dorothy Fleegler, Chalrman

Mr. J. Alan Davitt
- Mrs, Rosella Lipson

COMMLIITTEE ON LEGISLATIVE TESTIMONY

The Committee is to provide ongoing
Council advice on pending legislation,
ie., ESEA testimonies and other state-
ments for congressional records.
Nembers:

Mr. M. Alan Yoods, Chalrman

Afr, J. Alan Davitt

State Senator John Leopold.

THE EXECUTIVE COLCOTTIEE

The Committee Is composed of the
Chairmen of all committees and per-
forms interim assignments as delegated
by the Chairman of the NACEDC.

All the above committees are scheduled
to hold sessions on July 14, 19717, at the
Parker House Hotel, Brandeis Room,
Boston, Mass. from 7:00 p.m. t0 9:00 p.m.

The National Advisory Council on the
Education of Disadvantaged Children is
established under section 148 of the Ele-
mentary and Secondery Act (20 U.S.C.
2411) to advise the President and the
Congress on the effectiveness of com-
pensatory education to improve the edu-
cational attainment of disadvantaged
children.

All committee meetings will be an-
nounced in the FEperaL RecistER and will
be open to the public unless othertwise
indicated. “Records will be kept of all
meetings and will be avallable for pub-
lic inspection at the Office of the Na-
tional Advisory Council on the Education
of Disadvantaged Children, located at
425 Thirteenth Street, N.W7., Suite 1012,
Washington, D.C. 20004.

srlzgned t_at Washington, D.C. on July 6,

ROBERTA LOVENEREIY,
Ezxecutive Director.

[FR Dot.77-19861 Filed T-11-77;8:45 am])

NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR
MANPOWER POLICY

MEETING

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L.
92-463; 86 Stat. 770) notice is hereby
given thatf the National Commission for
Manpower Policy (NCMP) will sponsor
8 working conference on the manpower
services delivery system. The conference
will be held on July 28 and 29, 1977, in
the Diplomat Room of the International
Inn, located at 10 Thomas Circle NV,
Washington, D.C. The conference will
begin at 1:30 p.m. and adfourn at 5:00
p.m. on July 28, resuming on July 29 at
9:00 a.m. and ending at about 4:30 p.m.

‘The National Commission for Man-

power Policy was established pursuant to

*
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Title V of the Comprehensive Employ-
ment and Training Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
83-203). The Act charges the Commis-
slon with the board responsibilify of
advising the Congress, the President, the
Secretary of Labor, and other Federal
agency heads on national manpower is-
sues. The Commission is specifically
charged with reporting annually to the
President and the Congress on its find-
ings and recommendations with respect
to the nation’s manpower policies and
programs.

‘The manpower asenda items to be cov-
ered during the conference include:

The decirabllity of extending the princt-
ples of decentralization and decategorization
beyond CETA to cther manpswer prozrams,
cpeclieally the Employment Service and the
wWoriz Incentive Prozram.,

A delineation of manpovwer functions to ke
performed at stato and lozal levels.

Financing the moanpotwer sszvices system.

Relationchip of education and velfore sys-
tems3 to the manpswer system.

Crlteria for mluatinv manpasyer per-
formance.

‘The conference’s objective is to de-
velop information to guide the Commis-
slon’s assezsment of the ssveral man-
power procrams and the question of
w